
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REG1 ON 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-72 

DELEGATING CERTAIN POWERS AND DUTI ES 
TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

WHEREAS Section 13223 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act 
provides that the Regional :Board may delegate any of its powers 
and duties, with certain exceptions, to its Executive Officer; 
therefore be it . 

RESOLVED that the Cal if orn ia Regional Water Qua 1 ity -Control Board, Lahontan 
Region, does hereby delegate to its ~xecutfve Officer, under the 
general direction and control of the Board, all of the powers and 
duties of the Board under Division 7 of the California Water Code 
except those specified in Section 13223(a); and be it further 

RESOLVED that the Regional Board reserves the authority to state Board 
pol icy and create procerlure to be followed by the Executive 
Officer. The stating of Board policy will include but not be 
limited to the followinp: 

1. Establishment of off ice location priorities [Sec. 
13220(a) ] 

2. Pol icy statements (Sec. 13224) 

3. Recommend financial assistance projects [Sec. 
13225(e)] 

4. Classify disposal sites (Sec. 13226) 

5. Approve clos3ure plans [Sec. 13227(b) 1 
6. Condition plan approvals [Sec. 13227(c)] 

7. Hearing [Sec. 13305(d) 1 
8. Elevate inter Regional Board disputes [Sec. 13320(d)] 

RESOLVED that the Executive Officer is authorized, and he is hereby 
directed, to certify and submit copies of this Resolution to such 
agencies and individuals as may have need therefore or as may 
request same. 

I, Harold 3. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California 
Regional Water Qua1 ity Control Board, Lahontan Region, on November 9, 1990. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICiR 
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CALIFORNIA REG 1 ONAL WATER QUAL 1 TY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONUAN REG I ON 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-91-927 

DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
TO APPROVE CLOSURE PLANS FOR WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS 

WHEREAS, the  Ca l i f o rn i a  Regional Water Q u a l i t y  Control Board, Lahontan 
Region, f i nds  that :  

1. Government Code Section 43501 (1)) requires t h a t  the owner o r  operator 
of a s o l i d  waste f a c i l i t y  submlt t o  the  Regional Board a p lan  f o r  the 
c losure of t h a t  f a c i l i t y  and a p lan f o r  the post-closure maintenance 
o f  the f a c i l  i ty.  

Section 18270(c) o f  T i t l e  14, I l i v i s i o n  7, C a l i f o r n i a  Code o f  
Regulations ( T i t l e  14) requires t h a t  the Regional Board sha l l  review 
the c losure plans f o r  consistency w i t h  regu la t ions found i n  Chapter 
15, T i t l e  23, D i v i s i on  3, Cal i l 'ornia Code o f  Regulations (Chapter 15) 
per ta in ing  t o  the  p ro tec t ion  o f  water qua l i t y .  The Regional Board 
sha l l  a lso review the cost  estimates f o r  c losure and postclosure 
maintenance w i t h  respect t o  those costs associated w i t h  the p ro tec t ion  
o f  water qua l i t y .  

. Section 18271(a) of T i t l e  14 requires t h a t  the  Regional Board provide 
the Ca l i f o rn i a  Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) w i t h  comments 
on the  contents o f  a g iven pre l iminary  c losure p lan  and those items 
which are d e f i c i e n t  o r  inaccura.te i n  the pre l iminary  closure p lan 
w i t h i n  60 days o f  r ece ip t  o f  'the p r e l  irninary c losure p lan from the  
f a c i l i t y  owner o r  operator. The Regional Board must submit a w r i t t e n  
record o f  approval o r  denial  of' the p lan t o  the  CIWMB w i t h i n  120 days 
o f  r ece ip t  o f  the pre l iminary  plan. 

4. Section 18271(b) o f  T i t l e  14 requires t h a t  the Regional Board provide 
the Ca l i f o rn i a  Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) w i t h  comments 
on the  contents o f  a given f i n a l  closure p lan and those items which 
are d e f i c i e n t  o r  inaccurate i n  the f i n a l  c losure p lan w i t h i n  90 days 
o f  r ece ip t  o f  the  f i n a l  c losure p lan from the f a c i l i t y  owner o r  
operator. The Regional Board must submit a w r i t t e n  record o f  approval 
o r  den ia l  o f  the  p lan t o  the  CIWB w i t h i n  120 days o f  r ece ip t  o f  the  
f i n a l  plan. 

5. With in 60 days o f  the date o f  w r i t t e n  approval o r  denial  o f  the 
p r e l  iminary o r  f i n a l  c losure and postclosure maintenance plans by the 
Regional Board, the  CIWMB sha l l  t ransmit  t o  the f a c i l i t y  
owner/operator a formal l e t t e r  of approval o r  den ia l  ( T i t l e  14, 
Section 18271 (b) (2)). 
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-2- RESOLUTION NO. 6-91-927 

6. I f  the CIUMB does not approve or  disapprove a preliminary or  f inal  
closure plan w i t h i n  the 180 day timeframe comnencing w i t h  the receipt 
of a complete closure plan, the plan is  deemed acceptable by default  
(Ti t le  14, Section 18271 (b) (2). Government Code 65920). 

7. A closure plan constitutes a par t ia l  report of waste discharge 
pursuant t o  Section 13260 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control 
Act. 

8. When a waste management u n i t  is due t o  close, waste discharge 
requirements f o r  proper closure are  developed, incorporating, i n  part ,  
a previously approved closure plan. The closure plan is  again brought 
before the Regional Board fo r  approval, i n  the form of waste discharge 
requirements. 

9. Section 13223 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act allows 
the Regional Board t o  delegate some of the powers and duties vested i n  
i t  t o  the Executive Officer. 

10. Due t o  the timeframes involved i n  processing a closure plan, 
delegating authority t o  the Executive Officer t o  approve a closure 
plan would allow the closure plan t o  be more thoroughly reviewed and 
allow closer coordination w i t h  the CIWMB i n  review and comment; and 

11. Delegating authority t o  the Executive Officer would allow the closure 
plan t o  be approved/disapproved i n  a more timely manner, and decrease 
the possibi l i ty  of approval oy acceptance by default  on the CIWMB's 
part  due t o  l a t e  input on the part  of the Regional Board. 

12. The Regional Board retains  the authority t o  approve or disapprove 
closure plans through the adoption of waste discharge requirements. 

13. The Regional Board held a hearing on September 12, 1991 i n  Bridgeport, 
Mono County, and considered a1 1 evidence concerning t h i s  matter. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: - - - - 
1. The Regional Board delegates authority t o  the Executive Officer to  

approve closure and post-closuime maintenance plans fo r  waste 
management units. 

2. Except i n  emergency situations,  the Executive Officer shall  notify the 
Board and interested members of the public 10 days i n  advance of his 
intent t o  approve a closure plan subject t o  t h i s  resolution. 
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-3- RESOLUTION 6-91 -927 

3. The Executive Officer shall submit a report to the Regional Board at 
regul arly scheduled Board meetings 1 i st ing the closure and post- 
closure maintenance plans approved subject to this Resolution since 
the last notification. 

I, Harold 3. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on September 12, 
1991. 
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'CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REG1 ON 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18 

WAIVER FOR WASTE OISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGES 

WHEREAS, Water Code Sect ion 13260(a) requires that any person discharging 
waste or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other than to a 
community sewer system, that could irffect the quality of the waters of the 
state, shall file a report of waste discharge; and 

WHEREAS, the Cal ifornia Regional Water Qua1 ity Control Board, Lahontan 
Region has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste discharge requirements 
except where a waiver is not against the public interest pursuant to 
California Water Code Section 13269; and 

WHEREAS, California Water Code Section 13269 stipulates that any waiver of 
filing a report of waste discharge and/or prescribing waste discharge 
requirements shall be conditional and may be terminated at any time by the 
Regional Board; and 

WHEREAS the e ional-Board finds.that waiving of waste discharge 9 P requirehents o specific categories or types of projects or discharges, 
where such a waiver is not against the public interest, would enable 
Regional Board staff resources to be used more effectively; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that a waiver of waste discharge 
requirements for the types of discharges identified on the attachment to 
this Resolution would not be against the pubic interest when the discharge 
is effectively regulated by other public agencies, by the discharger 
pursuant to State regulations or, guidelines, or could not adversety affect 
the quality or the beneficial uses of the waters of the State; and 

WHEREAS, a Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge for 
which a waiver is sought pursuant to this Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, discharge from a project cannot commence unti1,such time as the 
Regional Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter waiving 
waste discharge requirements for the project or the Regional Board has 
adopted waste discharge requirements for the project; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board finds that even if a discharge or project is 
identified on the attachment to this Resolution, waste discharge 
requirements may still be issued for that discharge or project if it 
represents a threat to water quality; and 
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Waiver for Waste Discharge -2-  
Requi rement s 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board staff has prepared a negative declaration in 
accordance with the Cal i forni a Environmental Qual i ty Act (Pub1 i c Resources 
Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and State guidelines, and the Regional Board 
has considered the,negative declaration and determined there will be no 
significant adverse impacts to the environment from the waiver of waste 
discharge requirements for the specific types of projects described in the 
attachment to this Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board held a hearing on January 14-15, 1988 in 
Ridgecrest, Kern County and considered all evidence concerning this matter. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Board waives waste discharge 
requirements for the specific types of waste discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution except for those specific discharges for which 
waste discharge requirements have previously been adopted or where in the 
opinion of the Executive Officer, waste discharge requirements are 
necessary; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that those specific types of discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution, must be in compliance with applicable 
sections of the Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan 
Basins as amended and the.Lake Tahoe Basin Water Quality Plan; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Regional Board adopts the Negative 
Declaration and directs the Executive Officer to file a1 1 appropriate 
notices; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action waiving the issuance of waste 
discharge requirements is conditional and the Executive Officer can 
recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge requirements for any 
of the specific types of discharges listed on the attachment. 

I, 0. R. Butterfield, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the 
Cal iforni a Regional Water Qual i ty Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January 
14, 1988. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER ' 
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ATTACHMENT TO RESOLUTIClN NO. 6-88- 18 (WAIVER POL I C Y  1 

TYPE OF PROJECT OR 
WASTE DISCHARGE 

WAIVER CONDITIONS 

CONDITIONS 

Underground Tank Abandonments/ I f  regulated by Local Imple- 
Rep1 acements menting Agencies (and TRPA f o r  

p ro jec ts  i n  the Lake Tahoe 
Basin) 

P ie r  Repairs w i t h  No Increase Use o f  sediment screens, adherence 
i n  Square Footage t o  "Guide1 ines f o r  Erosion Control " 

as described i n  the Basin Plans, and 
approval o f  Cal i f o r n i  a Department o f  
Fish and Game. 

Minor Dredging Operations 

Stormwater Runoff 

When operation i s  short-term, spo i l  
i s  non-toxic, and discharge i s  t o  
1 and. 

No ant ic ipated water q u a l i t y  
impacts, no NPDES permit  required 
by Federal regulat ion,  and no 
po ten t i a l  f o r  contact w i t h  t o x i c  o r  
hazardous materi  a1 s. 

Dewateri ng from Construct ion No po l l u t an t s  are present and 
S i tes  there i s  no discharge t o  surface 

waters. 

Minor Stream Channel A l te ra t ions  Where regul  ated by Cal i f o r n i  a 
Department o f  F ish and Game under 
Fish and Game Code Section 1600 - 
1603. 

Sand, gravel and quarry opera- 
t i o n s  

Erosion from construct ion 

Where a l l  operations and wash waters 
are confined t o  land; no discharge 
t o  surface waters w i l l  occur and 
s tockp i les  are protected from 
f looding.  

Operation compl i e s  w i t h  the 
"Guide1 ines f o r  Erosion Control " 
w i t h i n  the Basin Plans f o r  the 
Lahontan Region (and u t i l i z e s  the  
TRPA Best Management Pract ices f o r  
p ro jec ts  w i t h i n  the  Lake Tahoe 
Basin). 
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Test pumpings of fresh water 

Discharge from flushing of 
domestic water lines and 
tanks 

Individual sewage disposal 
systems, and small commu- 
nity, commercial, institu- 
tional and industrial oper- 
ations which utilize on-site 
wastewater treatment and 
disposal for domestic wastes 

Inert sol id wastes (non-water 
soluble, non-decomposabl e, 
non-hazardous i.e. earth, 
rock, concrete, etc.) 

Underground Injection 

Use of reclaimed wastewater for 
soil compaction or dust 
control 

Confined animal wastes 

Pollutants are neither present in 
the groundwater nor are added, and 
the well is not part of a 
groundwater cleanup project. 

Discharge has no toxic or 
hazardous constituents. 

The discharge is not to 
surface waters. 

Small scale operations using 
good disposal and erosion 
control practices such that 
discharges to surface waters 
will not occur and complies with 
California Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, 
Subchapter 15, Section 2524. 

Where EPA's Underground 
Injection Control permit is 
determined to be adequate to 
protect groundwaters. 

Where appl icable Dept. of 
Health Services' gui del i nes 
are fol 1 owed. 

Discharger complies with the 
California Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, Subchapter 15, 
and no NPDES permit is required by 
Federal regul at i on, and the 
California Environmental Quality Act 
has been complied with. 
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Drilling muds 

Swimming pool discharges 

Lake or Reservoir drainage 
projects 

Timber Harvest Projects 

Minor Hydro projects 

Telephone, natural gas and 
electric ut i 1 i ty vault 
and conduit flushing 
and draining 

Emergency action projects 

Geothermal we1 1 drill ing/testing 

Pi pel i ne/Tank Testing 

Discharges to sumps with at 
least two feet of freeboard. Sump 
must be dried by evaporation or 
pumping. Drilling muds may remain 
in sump only if discharger 
demonstrates it is inert waste. 
Sump area shall be restored to 
preconstruction state within sixty 
days of completion or abandonment of 
the well. 

Drainage contains no toxic levels 
of chlorine and no discharge to 
surface waters will occur. 

Pol 1 utants are not present, 
discharge rates are such that they 
do not cause erosion, sediment 
control measures are in place and 
beneficial uses of the downstream 
waterway are maintained. 

Operating under approved Cal i forni a 
Department of Forestry Timber 
Harvesting Pl ans or Federal Timber 
Sal es. 

Operation under water rights permit 
from the State Water Resources 
Control Board or Cal i forni a 
Department of Fish and Game 
conditions, no water quality impacts 
are anticipated, and California 
Environmental Qua1 i ty Act (CEQA) 
has been compl ied with. 

Where there is no discharge 
to surface waters and no toxic 
or hazardous materials within 
the discharge. 

Where an action is needed to protect 
water qua1 ity and waste discharge 
requirements may be adopted at a 
1 ater date. 

Where no hazardous materials are 
used in drilling operations. 

Where freshwater is used. 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REGION 

Board Order No. 6-81-7 

variance t o  Prohibition of  New Septic Tank 
Subdivisions i n  thi Truckee River Hydrologic 

Unit 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Laontan Region finds: 

1. The Regional Board adopted amendments t o  the Water Quality Control 
Plan f o r  the  North Lahontan Basin f o r  the  Truckee River and L i t t l e  
Truckee River hydrologic uni ts  on June 26, 1980. Such plan amend- 
ments were subsequently approved by the State  Water Resources 
Control Board on October 161, 1980. 

2. The 1980 basin plan amendments included the following prohibitions: 

"1, Discharge of wastewater o r  wastewater eff luent  resul t ing 
i n  an average t o t a l  nitrogen concentration i n  the  
(undiluted) wastewater exceeding 9 mg-N/liter entering 
the Truckee River o r  any of its t r ibu ta r i e s  above the  
Boca Reservoir outlet '  confluence is  prohibited." 

"3. No discharge of domestic wastewater t o  individual 
f a c i l i t i e s  such as  sept ic  tank/leachfield systems sha l l  
be permitted f o r  any subdivisions* which did not 
discharge p r io r  t o  October 16, 1980. This s h a l l  
apply t o  a l l  areas where underlying groundwaters a re  
t r ibutary t o  the Truckee River o r  any of i t s  tribu- 
t a r i e s  above the  conf ltaence o f .  the  Boca Reservoir 
ou t l e t  and the Truckee River, An exemption t o  the  
prohibition may be granted whenever the Regional 
Board f inds  t h a t  operation of .individual domestic 
wastewater f a c i l i t i e s  i n  a par t icular  area w i l l  no t  
individually or.  co l l ec l~ve ly ,  d i rec t ly  o r  indi rec t ly  
a f fec t  water quality." 

*AS defined i n  the Suklivision Map.Act (Government Code 66424) 

3. Subdivisions with a large average l o t  s i z e  of f ive  (5) acres o r  
greater a re  not amenable t o  sewering t o  a consolidated wastewater 
f a c i l i t y ,  since the  length c!f sewer l i n e  per  residence, and associated 
costs  would be excessive. 

4. For subdivisions remote from existing o r  proposed sewerage f a c i l i t i e s ,  
the cos t  of ins ta l l ing  connecting f a c i l i t i e s  would be excessive, The 
lower the  number of lo t s ,  the  greater would be the  sewerage fac i l i ty  
cost  per lo t .  
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Variance t o  Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions i n  the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit -2- Board Order No. 6-81-7 

5. The Tahoe Truckee Sanitation Agency (TTSA) regional wastewater 
fac i l i ty  expansion authorized by the basin plan amendments w i l l  
have its major impact on the section of the Truckee River between 
Martis Creek and Prosser Creek. Septic tank subdivisions affecting 
other sections of the river a.re l e s s  undesirable than those which 
would add t o  the effects  of TTSA i n  t h i s  c r i t i c a l  section. Since 
the major impact of the TTSA discharger w i l l  be a t  the upstream 
end of the c r i t i c a l  section, discharges downstream of the c r i t i c a l  
section are l e s s  undesirable than upstream discharges. 

6. It is  desirable tha t  septic tank subdivision discharges be controlled 
by a public enti ty,  since enforcement of the regulatory powers of 
the Regional Board and other governmental agencies are  limited whew 
a large number of scattered discharges are  involved. Increased 
regulatory control generally results  i n  greater protection of the 
public health and some decrease i n  nutrient discharges from septic 
tank subdivisions. 

7. The Regional Board has prepared.a negative declaration i n  accordance 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code, 
Section 21000 et .  seq.) and the State guidelines, and the  Board 
d e t e d n e s  that  there w i l l  be no substantial adverse changes in  the 
environment a s  a result  of the project. 

The Regional Board hereby orders: 

No new divisions of land in to  greater than f ive  (5) l o t s  for  develop- 
ment w i l l  be permitted unless a c iv i l  engineer registed by, o r  
an engineering geologist cer t i f ied  by the State of California provides 
data which substantiates tha t  c r i t e r ia  for  waste disposal from land 
developments specified i n  the Water Quality Control Plan for the 
North Lahontan Basin can be met on a l l  proposed l o t s  o r  that  proposed 
specially designed onsite wastewater systems w i l l  protect water 
quality, Where special onsite systems are employed, such qualified 
individual sha l l  inspect and cer t i fy  pro;?er ins ta l la t ion of a l l  systems, 
For a l l  proposed subdivisions, a report of waste discharge including 
information which is  deemed necessary for  evaluation shal l  be submitted 

. . 
t o  the Regional Board. 

2 .  NO proposed division of land Tor developmtnt where the average l o t  s ize 
is  less  than two and one-half (24) acres (gross acreage, including road 
easements, etc.) shall be exexnpt. from the prohibitions specified i n  
Finding No. 2 above, exceptwl~ere the Regional Board determines tha t  
a variance sha l l  be granted because temporary, short-term use of onsite 
systems is  proposed. Such variance may be granted where the developer 
intends t o  sewer the subdivis2on t o  an existing o r  proposed sewerage 
syste~o conriected t o  an agsrwed wastewater. treatment and. disposal fac i l i ty  
such a s  t h e  TTSA fac l l i t y  and connecting sewerage f a c i l i t i e s  are not 
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Variance t o  Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions i n  the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit -3- Board Order NO. 6-81-7 

completed o r  sufficient wastewater flow capacity i s  not available. 
The following c r i t e r i a  must be met for a temporary-use variance t o  
be granted by the Executive Officer, though the Regional Board may 
waive any or  a l l  of them:' 

A. The c r i t e r i a  specified i n  Order No, 1 above must be met for  a l l  
proposed l o t s  where inlzerim onsite discharge i s  proposed. 

B. A written commitment t o  provide wastewater capacity for the 
proposed development within f ive (5). years of issuance of a 
variance from the govelming board of the approved wastewater 
treatment and disposal f ac i l i t y  and a written commitment f r m  
an appropriate public enti ty tha t  any necessary sewerage facil i-  
t i e s  not t o  be complete!ly financed by the discharger applying 
for the variance (such a s  an interceptor sewer proposed from 
an adjacent subdivision) w i l l  be completed within five (5) years 
shall  be submitted t o  the Regional Board. 

C. Sewerage f ac i l i t i e s  t o  be installed i n  the proposed subdivision 
and additional sewerage f ac i l i t i e s  which the developer must 
i n s t a l l  t o  connect the subdivision t o  an appropriate wastewater 
treatment and disposal fac i l i ty  shall  be designed and an . 
estimate of construction costs shall  be prepared by a c iv i l  
engineer registered by the State of California, The developer 
shall  submit written certification tha t  such sewerage fac i l i t i es  
w i l l  be completed within two (2) years of issuance of a variance 
and make a c d t m e n t  t o  finance the construction costs such as 
posting a bond with an ,appropriate governmental agency. 

D. The developer shall  obtain a written commitment from an exist- 
ing appropriate public enti ty t o  operate and maintain sewerage 
facjilit ies serving the tievelopment. I f  such commitment cannot 
be obtained, the developer must obtain a written commitment from 
the appropriate county .to form a new public entity. 

3. Exenptions t o  the prohibitions specified i n  Finding No. 2 above shall  
be considered on a case-by-case basis for proposed divisions of land 
for development with an average l o t  s ize  (gross average) not l ess  
than two and one-half (2-1/2:1 acres where long-term use of onsite 
wastewater systems is propost~d. The following point system shall  be 
uti l ized for evaluation of sllch proposed. land divisions: 
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Variance to  Proh ib i t ion  o f  New 
Sep t i c  Tank Subdivisions i n  t h e  
Truckee a v e r  Hydrologic Unit - 4- Board Order No. 6-81-7 

A. Average Lot S ize  (Gross), Acres Po in t  A 1  lowance 

Larger than 5 
Larger than  4f 
Larger than 4 
Larger than 3% 
Larger than 3 
Larger than 2f 

8. Distance of  Nearest Land Division 
Boundary t o  ExistingfProposed 
Sewerage F a c i l i t i e s ,  Miles P o i n t  A 1  lowance 

Greater  t h a n  1.5 ' 

G r e a t e r  t han  1 
Greater  than  0.5 
Greater  t h a n  0.2 

C. To ta l  Single  Family 
Dwelling Equivalents 

Less t h a n  6 
Less than  5 1 
Less than  101 

Po in t  A 1  lowance 

D. S h o r t e s t  Distance (Mver/Stream Length) of  Land Division 
E f f l u e n t  Surface water Entrance A r e a  from C r i t i c a l  Section 
of Truckee River Between Martis .Creek and Prosser  Creek 

I. E f f l u e n t  Enters  Upstream of  
C r i t i c a l  Section,  Miles Po in t  Allowance 

Greater  than 6 
Greater  than 4 
Greater  than 2 

11. E f f l u e n t  Enters  Downstream 
of  C r i t i c a l  Section,  Miles Po in t  Allowance 

Greater  t h a n  1.75 
Greater than 1.50 
Greater than 1.25 
Greater  than 1.00 
Greater than  0.75 

E. W i l l  a Pub l ic  E n t i t y  be Formed f o r  
Control  of  Design, I n s t a l l a t i o n ,  Oper- 
a t i o n ,  and Maintenance o f  Onsite 
Sy s terns? P o i n t  Allowance 

Yes 
NQ 
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Variance t o  Prohibition of New 
Septic Tank Subdivisions i n  the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit .-5- Board Order No. 6-81-7 

Proposed land divisions where a point Vntal of ten (10) o r  more can be 
demonstrated may be granted a variance t o  the prohibition specified i n  Finding 
No. 2 above, Variances w i l l  not be granted where it is apparent that  adverse 
biostimulatory effects  could occur i n  local surf ace waters, generally where 
effluent from a large land division worlld be tributary t o  a small lake o r  
stream, or where the Regional Board finds that  the land division would threaten 
t o  adversely. affect  water quality, 

For divisions of land where fewer than s ix  (6) l o t s  a re  involved and the above- 
l i s ted  c r i t e r i a  can be met, the Regional Board delegates authority t o  the Executive 
Officer t o  issue a conditional waiver of the issuance of waste discharge require- 
ments i n  accordance w i t h  Section 13269 of the California Water Code. 

I, Roy C. Xiampson, Executive Officer, do hereby cert ify t ha t  the foregoing i s  
a fu l l ,  true and correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional 

Lahontan Region, on March 12, 1981, 

EX~CUTINE OFFICER 
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' Regssding Sewage E ~ o r t  Var ivce  
Lake 'Take 2asl.n 

E e  CCiZo-da  Regiodl  Water Quality lContral Board, Lahatan  Region, finds: 

1, 3 e  Beg5onsl Bead, on June 23, 4966, atopted a "Lake Telhoe 
k'ater Quzlity Control Policyvt . . 

2- On October 26, 7967, the Regional Board aeopted an ltAddendua 
Reapr&ng Inpleff ientat i~n~~ t o  tke Lake T&oe policy. 

3. The irr?lenentzticn addendun established schedule guidelines 
:or the accom~ll~hinect of t o t a l  sewage export fro= the C a l i -  
fornia pozticn crf'the Lake Tahoe Easin by 1970, 

4. The p o r t e r - C O T O . ~ ~  Water Quality Coatrol Act, which becane 
ef fec t ive  or. Jail~ary 1, 1370, requires i n  Section 13951 that 
by Jasczry 1, 1972, a l l  waste from within the  basin be e q o r t e d -  

5. Section 13951 of the  Porter-Cologne Act a l so  declares t h a t  
t he  f i l r t te r  use of =y waste d i ~ c s s l  neans within the basin 
a f t e r  Jcauary 1, 1972 is  e p ib l i c  nuizarce except as per- 
mitts5 pursuant t . ~  tha t  S,ect,ion. 

5. Tte plrsuart pr6iisiarr of Scctiog 13951 stakes t h a t  t b i s  
Brgc=& Bead can exclude ZL ~ z r t i c u i a r  erea  of the basin 
fl-on the reqcirenents of the sect ioa i f  i t  cen n&e the fol-  
lcving spec i f ic  f ixl ings regzrciing the erea: 

(a)  Tfiet the contisued operaticn of sep t i c  tanks, 
cesspools, c r  ether means of waste d i q o s a l  i n  
such area wi!-1 not , i n d i v i & ~ l l y  o r  co l l ec  tively , 
d i r e c t l y  o r  indirect;ly, a f f e c t  the  quality of the  
weters of Lake T*.ce, and 

(b) Sitat t he  sewering of s ~ c h  area would Have a dmaging 
e f f e c t  apan the ecviroment. 

7. A n  area kay be fa-a:! t o  not zffect the quality of the waters 
of Lake Taoe u?on the cor2j.tion tha t  the following r e s t r i c t -  
iom sre  mat f o r  a l l  waste discharges within tine area: 

b. Toi le t  wsstes be exp12rtsl r'rcm t 3 t  LzL.2 T a h ~ e  
&sf n o r  incircrs+,ti!, 
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c. Solid wastes be e q o r t e d  from the  Lake Tahoe 
Basin, 

d, No automatic washirig mzchines , dishwashers, 
o r  garbage &i.s?osaJ.s be used. 

e, Only natural .maps or  phospha&te f r e e  Cleaning 
agents be used. 

f. Food wastes be exparted from the Leke Tahoe 
Basin o r  incinerated. 

g, Wash va te r s  be discharged t o  leaching areas  
loczted a m i c i n u p  of 700-Zeet f rcn  c y  sur- 
face water with a s o i l  mantle adequate f o r  
percolation, 

8, The following areas  can meet the above res t r ic t ioas :  

Echo Lakes 
Angora Lakes 
L i l ly  Lake 
Glen Alpine 
Fish Hztchery Tract 
Lats I ,  19-23, 33, 35, 62 arid 63 of F d l e n  Leaf Lake Tract 

9. Tze sewering of an area MLl be fousd t o  have a dmaging 
e f fec t  upon the  envirounent i f  shown by an enviromental 
ispact  stuCy submitted t o  and evzluated by the Board, 

53. U. S. Forest Service has s t ih i t ta3  a report  t o  the  Board 
w'2ich shcws that sewerin5 of the f o l l ~ r i n g  ereas  would have 
a dazaagi~g e f fec t  upon the envircment: 

Echo Lakes 
Angora Lakes 
L i l l y  Lake 
Fish Hatchexy Tract 
Lots 1, 19-23, 33, 35, 62 8: 63 of Fel len Leaf Lake Tract 

1:. The following areas, which were considered, do not meet 
the requirements of Section 13951: 

Glen Alpine 
k e r a l d  Eay 
Kings View Subdivision 
Echo Summit 
Zcko Road er.d Echo Chalet 
East and South Shore Areas of Fellen Leaf W e  
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!This 2 e g i c ~ a l  E d u G  hereby OI+C=.S tzt: 

1. Section 73951 of the California Water CoZe shall zot  apply 
t o  t b s  belox l i s 5 e C  ~1.c-  wXch ere therefore excluded 
fro= the  export maz&%a provided all restr ict ions listeci 
under finding #7 &-a 1:l:t: , 

Echo Lalies 
Angora 'U~es  
U l l y  Lake 
Fish Batchg- Tract 
Lots 1, 19-23, 33, 35, 62 & 63 of Fallen b.af Lake Tract 

11. !he exclusions grsrted by this.or3er shail be reviewable 
by the Zegional Board on its own motion but  at least by 
J n e  I ,  5231, 

111, No other area wi t -  the Like Tshoe Basin is excluded by 
this order, 

I, John T, Leggett, Executive Officer, do hereby cert lfy that the foregoing 
is a full, tru2 t-,d correct co;y oi .ZY order a b g t e d  by tb.e Cal i fo rn ia  Regional 
Water Quality Costrol Board, Ishoctaa Region, on Deseabtr 13, 13.73. 

J o h  T. Leggett 
Zxecutive Officer 
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ORDER NO. 6-77-17 

CALIIDRNU REGIONAL W A l p Z  QUALITX CONTROL BQARD 
I#&xTAN REGION 

Regarding Sewage Export Variance 
Lake Tahoe Basin 

The California Regional Water Qual i ty  Control Board, Lahontaa Region, finds: 

7, The Regional Board, on December 70, lw, adopted Order No, 6-18 u t t t i n g  
f o r t h  a policy on variances t o  the  requirement f o r  sewage export tram the  
Iaka Tahoe -in. 

2. Order No. 6-48 s t a t e s  t h a t  an area  can be granted a variance i f  severa l  
conditions regarding the  e f f e c t  of the  d i s p o s a  of wastes i n  the  area on 
water qua l i ty  can bt met and i f  an environmental impact study shows t h a t  
uewtring of the  &a would have a damaging e f f e c t  upon the  environment. 

3, I n  Order No, 6-68 it. w a ~  found t h a t  the  Glen Alpine area could meet the  
water qual i ty  conditions, but no environmental impact study had been sub- 
mitted spec i f i ca l ly  f o r  the  area, 

4. A l e t t e r  m h i t t i n g  'an environmental impact utudy uhoring t h a t  8ewefing 
of the Glen Alpine a rea  would be damaging t o  the  environment has s ince  
bten received and evaluated, 

This Regional Board hereby order8 that: 

I ,. Section 13951 o'f the  Cal i fornia  Water Code s h a l l  not apply, t o  the  Glen 
Alpine area  which is therefore excluded from the export mandate provided 
all r e s t r i c t i o n s  l i s t e d  under f inding #7 of Board Order No. 6-70-48 are  
met, 

11. The condition& by which the  exc iwion  ie wanted by t h i s  order uhal l  k 
reviewable by the  Regional Board on its bun motion but at least by June 
7, '1981. 

I, John T, b g g t t t ,  L'ecutive o f f i c e r ,  do hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  t h e  foregoing 
is a f u l l ,  t rue ,  and correct  copy of an order adopted by the  Cal i fornia  Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, b h o n t a n  Region, on b y  77, 7977, 

John T. Ltggett 
Executive Off icer  
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL kIATER QUALITY CO:!TI.OL BCLLPD 
LAHONTAN REEION 

BOARD ORIIER NO- 6-74-139 

FIEEARDING SEWAGE EXPORT VAXAXC3 
LAICE FAHOE B A S 1 3  

Tle Califo-rnia Fiigional Water Quality Control Board,, Lahontan Region, finds: 

I, The Porter-Cologne Water Quality con t ro l  Act, which became ef fec t ive  on 
Jmust-y 5 ,  1970, requires  i n  Section 13951 tha t  all wastes within the  L&e 
Tahoe B s i n  be exported by January I ,  1972. 

2, .The p u r s ~ a a t  provision of .  Section 13951 s t a t e s  t h a t  t h i s  Regional Board c'm 
exclude a pa r t i cu la r  psea of the  basin from the requirements of the sec t ioa  
i f  it c2e l ake  the  following spec i f i c  findings regarding the  area: 

a, Teat the  continued o?eration of sep t i c  tanks, o r  other mean's of 
waste fisposal i n  such area w i l l  not individually o r  collective- 
l y ,  t i r e c t l y  or in<i rec t ly ,  z f fec t  the qual i ty  of the waters of 
L&:e !?&oe, and 

b, Tnat t h s  s=wc,-i,rg of such area  would have a damaging e f f e c t  upon 
the  exi6?z~=rzS. 

- 3. E e  Rtgior-2 ~ 3 ~ 2 2 ,  3s 2ecerr;ber 10, 1970, adopted Order No. 6-70-48 s e t t i n g  
f o r t h  a ;zli=:? o= ~ ~ - i c = , t s  t o ,  the  requirement f o r  sewage export f ro3  ths  
Wie T&3t 5-i:: i n  +=e3r2 with the  Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control 
Act. 

4. Ordsr 1Io. 5-7~-$8 s t i ~ s a t e d  tha t  an area may be found t o  not a f f ec t  t h s  
qceit: ;  of t k s  waters of Lake Tzkos upon the condition tha t  the fol1c~;izg 
r e s t r i z t i o z s  z r e  r e t  f o r  all waste discharges within the area: 

.a. S e a s o n a l ~ o c c u p ~ c y  Se normally l imited t o  the  sumner months. 
b. Toi let  wastes be exported ,fro; the Lake Tahoe Basin o r  incinernted, 
c. Solid wsstes be exported from the Lake ~ahoe '  Basin. 
d. No eutoxatic washing machines, dishbfashers, o r  ga~bage  disposal be 

used. 
e. O f i y  nzitural soaps o r  phosphate f r e e  clezqing agents be used. 
f. Food wastes be exported froa the Lake Tzhoe Basin o r  incinerated, 
g. \>ash waters be discharged t o  leaching areas  located a minimum of 

103 f e e t  from any surface wa.ter with a s o i l  mantle adequate f o r  
, percolation based upon a geo:logic report ,  

5 The following area  can meet the above r e s t r i c t ions :  

Lot 43 of the Echo Road Tract. !me exis t ing  cabin on t h i s  l o t  is located 
approximstely 175 f e e t  from the nearest  adjacent cabin. 
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6. On July 5, 1974, the  E l  Dorado County Superior Court issued a Perengtory 
W r i t  of Mandamus requiring the Regional B~=ci t o  reconsider the matter 
and grsnt a variance t o  Lot #43, Echa ROES Trsct, subject t o  such rea- 
t r i c t i o n s  as a r e  deemed appropriate within the Board's discretion. 

I T  IS =Y ORDZRED that :  

I, S e c t i o ~  13951 of the  Cel i forn i i~  Water Code shall not apply t o  disposal 
of wmtewater from a summer hone owaed by Mr. Theodore A. Dungan on 
Lot $43, Echo Road Tract, and such disposal is therefore excluded f ro3  
the e q o r t  mandate, provided tlmt the  following conditions and res t r ic -  
t i o . ~  be met: 

a. AU. wastewater be discharged t o  the present exis t ing sep t i c  
tadt  a d  leaching areas; provided fur ther  tha t  any expansion 
of the present leaching f a c i l i t i e s  shall be t o  leaching areas  
located a minimwn of 100 f e e t  from any surface water with a 
ssil zaa t l e  adequate f o r  percolation based upon a geologic 
regort. The o m e r  o r  holder of Lot #43, Echo Road Tract, 
shCL t m ~ l y  w i t 3  the provj.sions of Section 13264(a) of the  
list.== co29. 

b, S e p r a r s l  occupzacy be norm~llly l imited t o  the  summer months. 

C. s o l i d  -----P- b= e q o r t e d  from the Lake Tahoe Basin. 

d. ?lo z-;=t=atlc ~as'hing nachines, dishwashers, o r  garbage dis- 
p o s e  Se sseZ. 

e. 3'27 rs f -ad .  833.7s or  phos~hate  f r e e  cleaning agents be used, 

f. Fed x s t e s  be exp3rted from the  Lake Tahoe Basin o r  incin- 
ers t ld .  

..&. IS. Tne conczlions by which the exclusion is granted i n  t h i s  Order shall be 
reviewable by the Regional Board on its own motion, but at l e a s t  by 
June 1, 'i381. 

111. No other  discharge within the Lake Tahoe Basin is permitted by this 
Order. 
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I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Officer,, do hereby certify that the foregoi~g 
is a full, true, and correct copy of an Order sdo+eZ by the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board,, Lahontan Region, on October 24, 1974. 

)%&+ ROY ,WES3N 

I concp .as to form 
and substazce : 

JAMES K. XO-?!V 
Attorney for 3eodore A. Ih.~~gan 

Date : 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHQNTAN REGION 

AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22 
FOR 

DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS TO PROHIB~ITIONS FOR SPECIFIC CIRCUMSTANCES 

WHEREAS;, The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
Lahontan Region finds that: 

8 .  Water Code Section 13260(a) requires that any person discharging 
waste or proposing to discharge waste within the Region, other 
than to community sewer system, that could affect the quality of 
the waters of the state, shall file a report of waste discharge; 
and 

2. ,The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan 
'Region, has a statutory obligation to prescribe waste discharge 
requirements for discharge o:€ any waste that could affect water 
quality except that waste di~scharge requirements may be waived 
when it is not against the public interest pursuant to 
California Water Code Section 13269; and 

The Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 6-88-18, "Waiver of 
Waste Discharge Requirements for Specific Types of  discharge^^^ 
(Attachment "Att); which specifies the types of projects for 
which the Executive Officer can waive Waste Discharge 
Requirements. Additionally ?be Regional Board adopted General 
Waste Discharge Requirements (Board Order No. 6-91-31) for the 
construction of small commerc:ial, multi-family residential, 
utility, and public works erojects in the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

4. The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Lahontan Basin 
(North Lahontan Basin Plan) as amended prohibits the discharge 
or threatened discharge attributable to human activities of 
solid or liquid waste materials including soil, silt, clay, sand 
and other organic and earthen materials, that result from the 
placement of said materials below the high-water rim of Lake 
Tahoe or within the 100-year flood plain of the Truckee River or 
any tributary to Lake Tahoe or the Truckee River; 'and 

5. The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception to the 
prohibitions of Finding No. 4 for the ~ruckeb River and Little 
Truckee River Hydrologic Units for only the following types of 
projects: 

a. projects solely intended to reduce or mitigate existing 
sources of erosion or water pollution 

b. bridge abutments and approaches and other essential 
transportation facilities identified in a County plan 

c. projects necessary to1 protect public'health or safety or 
to provide-essential public services . 

B-99



-2- AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22 

p ro j ec t s  necessary f o r  public  rec rea t ion  

r e p a i r  o r  replacement of ex i s t i ng  s t r u c t u r e s  

outdoor rec rea t ion  pro jec t s  within t h e  100-year f lood 
p l a in  which have been man-altered by grading and/or 
f i l l i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  which occurred p r i o r  t o  June 26, 
1975; and 

6. The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exceptian t o  t h e  
prohibi t ions  of Finding No. 4 f o r  t h e  p ro j ec t s  l i s t e d  i n  
Finding No. 5 only when t h e  Regional Board makes a l l  of the 
following findings: 

a.  There is no reasonable a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  loca t ing  t h e  
p ro j ec t  o r  por t ions  of t h e  p ro jec t  within t h e  100-year 
flood pla in .  

b. The p ro j ec t ,  by its very nature,  must be located within 
t h e  100-year flood p la in .  The determination of whether 
a p ro jec t ,  by its very nature, must be located i n  a 100- 
year  flood p l a in  s h a l l  be based on t h e  type of p ro jec t  
proposed, not  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t e  proposed. 

The p ro j ec t  incorporates measures which w i l l  ensure t h a t  
any erosion and surface  runoff problems caused by the  
p ro j ec t  are mit igated t o  l e v e l s  of ins ignif icance.  

The pro jec t  w i l l  not  individual ly  o r  cumulatively w i t h  
o ther  p ro jec t s ,  d i r e c t l y  o r  i nd i r ec t ly ,  degrade water 
qua l i t y  o r  impair benef ic ia l  uses of water. 

A l l  100-year flood p la in  a reas  and volumes l o s t  a s  a 
r e s u l t  of t h e  p ro jec t  w i l l  be completely mit igated by 
r e s to ra t i on  of a previously disturbed flood p l a in  within 
o r  a s  c lose  a s  p rac t i ca l  t o  t h e  p ro j ec t  s i te .  The 
res tored,  new, o r  enlarged flood p l a in  s h a l l  be of 
s u f f i c i e n t  area and volume t o  more than compensate f o r  
t h e  flood flow at tenuat ion capacity,  surface  flow 
treatment capacity and ground water flow treatment 
capacity which are l o s t  as a r e s u l t  of t h e  p ro jec t ;  and 

7. The Lake Tahoe Basin Water Qua l i t y  Plan (Lake Tahoe Basin Plan) 
a s  amended p roh ib i t s  t h e  following: 

a.  discharge from new development i n  stream environment 
zones o r  which is not  i n  accordance with land capab i l i t y  

b. discharge t o  stream environment zones 

8. The Lake Tahoe Basin s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  prohibi t ions  l i s t e d  i n  
Finding No. 7 s h a l l  not  apply t o  any s t r u c t u r e  the Regional 
Board, o r  a management agency designated by t h e  S t a t e  Board t o  
implement t h e  Lake ~ a h o e  water qua l i t y  plan, approves a s  
reasonably necessary; 
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-3- AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22 

a. to control existing sources of erosion or water 
pollution, 

b. to carry out the 1988.TRPA regional transportation plan, 

c. for heai'kh, safety, or public recreation, 

d. for access across SEZ1s to otherwise buildable parcels 

Approval of exemptions shall include the findings set forth in 
Section 20.4 of Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's Code of 
Ordinances (the most recent version is included as Attachment 
"BW) ; and 

9. Both the North Lahontan Basin Plan and the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan 
use the terms wexceptionw and nexemptionw interchangeably. For 
the purposes of this Resolution, the term wexceptionw will be 
used in all places other than where quoted from the Plans and 
will mean both terms; and 

The Regional Board finds that several small projects which 
qualify for a waiver or are covered under the General Waste 
Discharge Requirements, would be subject to the prohibitions of 
Findings No. 4 and 7. Addit:ionally, the Regional Board finds 
that many of these projects would clearly qualify for an 
exception to the prohibitions. However the Executive Officer 
cannot grant waivers or a Notice of Applicability of the General 
Waste Discharge Requirements; for these projects since, at 
present, only the Regional Board can grant Basin Plan 
exceptions; and 

The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the 
Executive Officer to grant the exceptions to the prohibitions 
when the project meets the waiver conditions of Resolution 6-88- 
18 or the conditions of the General Waste Discharge Requirements 
(Board Order No. 6-91-31) and meets the exception criteria in 
the North Lahontan Basin Plan or Lake Tahoe Basin Plan where 
such findings are not against the public interest, would enable 
Regional Board staff to use resources more effectively; and 

12. The Regional Board finds that delegation of authority to grant 
exceptions when projects qualify for a' waiver' of Waste Discharge 
Requirements or are covered under the General Waste Discharge 
Requirements can allow qualifying projects to proceed in a 
timely manner; and 

13. The Regional Board finds that delegating authority to the 
Executive Officer to grant exceptions to the Basin Plan 
prohibitions specified in Findings No. 4 and 7 for projects of 
less than 500 square feet of coverage, or 1000 square feet of 
ground disturbance, or 50 cubic yards of fill or excavation, 
and/or,when a project is limited to the placement of temporary 
structures below the high water rim of Lake Tahoe, including but 
not limited to steel boat launch extensions, when necessary to 
maintain existing access to Iake Tahoe when the surface 
elevation of Lake Tahoe falls below 6223 (Lake Tahoe Datum), 
would not be against the pub1.i~ interest when the discharge is 
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-4- AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22 

mitigated as required by the Basin Plans and could not adversely 
affect the quality or the beneficial uses sf the waters sf the 
State; and 

14. A Report of Waste Discharge shall be filed for any discharge for 
which approval is sought pursuant to this Resolution; and 

15. Discharge drom a project cannot commence until such time as the 
Regional Board Executive Officer has prepared and sent a letter 
indicating that an exception to the Basin Plan prohibitions is 
granted and that waste discharge requirements for the project 
are waived or a Notice of Applicability of %he General Waste 
Discharge Requirements is issued; and 

The Regional Board finds that even if a discharge or project 
qualifies for an exception under this Resolution, the Regional 
Beard retains the authority to issue or deny waste discharge 
requirements for that discharge or projects and 

17. The Regional Board held a hearing on February 8, 1990 in 
Truckee, Nevada County and May 9, I991 in Susanville, Lassen 
County and considered all evidence concerning this matter. 

THEREFORE BE fT REBOLVED: 

1. That the Regional Board delegates authority to the Executive 
Officer to grant exceptions to Basin Plan Prohibitions for the 
Truckee River Hydrologic Unit and the Lake Tahoe Basin for 
specific discharges where:, 

a. the project qualifies for a waiver pursuant to Resolution 
NO. 6-88-18, or is covered by the General Waste Discharge 
Requirements (Board Order No. 6-91-31), and 

b. the project meets exception criteria of the North Lahontan 
Basin Plan or the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan, and 

c. the project is: 

i. limited to the placement of temporary structures below 
the high water rim of Lake Tahoe, such as steel boat 
launch extensions, when necessary to maintain existing 
access to Lake Tahoe when the surface elevation of Lake 
Tahoe falls Below 6223 (Lake Tahoe Datum). Temporary 
structures will be removed from Lake Tahoe within 12 
months of their insti~llment, unless otherwise approved 
by the Regional Board, and/or 

ii. less than the following specific size limitations: 

(a) 500 square feet of coverage, or 

(b) 1,000 Square feet of ground distuaance, or 

(c) 50 cubic yards o:f fill or excavation. 
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-5- AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 6-90-22 

2. Except in emergency situations, the Executive Officer shall 
notify the Board and interested members of the public of his 
intent to issue a waiver or a Notice of Applicability subject to 
this Resolution at least 10 days prior to issuance. 

3. The Executive Officer shall submit a report to the Regional 
board at the regularly scheduled Board meetings listing the 
items issued subject to this1 Resolution since the last 
notification. 

4.  That this action delebating authority to the Executive Officer 
to grant exceptions is conditional and the Executive Officer may 
recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge 
requirements for any of the specific types of discharge included 
in this Resolution. 

I, Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted 
bv the California Reaional Water Oualitv Control Board. Lahontan ---- - ---- - - -  - - * -  - - - - -a - - 

Region, on May 9, 1991. 

EXECUTIVE OFF1 CER 
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CALl FORNIA REG1 ONAL WATER QUAllTY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONT AN REG1 ON 

RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-1 8 

WAIVER FOR WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS 
FOR SPECIFIC TYPES OF DISCHARGES 

WHEREAS, Water Code, Section 13260(a) requires t h a t  any person discharging 
waste o r  proposing t o  discharge waste w i t h i n  the Region, other than t o  a 
community sewer system, t ha t  coutd a f f e c t  the q u a l i t y  o f  the waters of the 
state, sha l l  f i l e  a repor t  of waste discharge; and 

WHEREAS, the Ca l i f o rn i a  ~ e ~ i o n a l  Water Q u a l i t y  Control Board, Lahontan 
Region has a s ta tu to r y  ob l iga t ion  1;o prescr ibe waste discharge requirements 
except where a waiver i s  not  against the pub l i c  in terest -  pursuant t o  
Ca l i f o rn i a  Water Code Section 13269; and 

WHEREAS, California Water Code Section 13269 s t i pu la tes  t h a t  any waiver of 
f i l i n g  a repor t  of waste dischar e and/or p resc r ib ing  waste discharge 
requirements sha l l  be condi t iona and may be terminated a t  any t ime by  the 
Regional Board; and 

9 
WHEREAS the e iona l  Board f inds t ha t  walvlng o f  waste dischatge S P requ i  rehents . o specif i c  categories o r  types - o f  p ro jec ts  o r  discharges, 
where such a waiver i s  not  against the pub l l c  In te res t ,  would enable 
Regional Board s t a f f  resources t o  be used more e f f ec t i ve l y ;  and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board f i nds  t h a t  a waiver o f  waste dischatge 
requirements for  the  types o f  discharges i d e n t i f i e d  on the  attachment t o  
t h i s  Resolution would no t  be against the  pubic' i n t e r e s t  'when the' dischatge 
i s  e f f e c t i v e l y  regulated by other pub l i c  agencies, by t he  discharger'  . 
pursuant t o  State regu la t ions or '  gu'idelines-, o r  cou1 d no t  adversey  a f f e c t  
the  q u a l i t y  o r  the bene f i c ia l  uses of the  waters o f  the State; and 

WHEREAS, a Report o f  Waste Discharge sha l l  be f i l e d  f o r  any dischatge f o r  
which a waiver i s  sought pursuant t o  t h i s  Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, discharge from a p ro j ec t  cannot commence u n t i l  such t ime as the 
Regional Board Executive O f f i ce r  has prepared and sent a l e t t e r  waiving 
waste discharge requirements f o r  the p ro j ec t  o r  the Regional Board has 
adopted waste discharge requirements f o r  the p to jec t ;  and 

WHEREAS, the  Regional Board f i n d s  t h a t  even I f  a discharge o r  p r o j e c t  i s  
S den t i f  i e d  on t h e  attachment t o  t h i s  Resolut.fon, wcste discharge 
requirements may s t i l l  be issued f o r  t h a t  discharge or  p t o j e c t  i f  i t  
represents a t h r e a t  t o  water qua l i ty ;  and 
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Naiver for Waste Discharge -2- 
Requirements 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board staff has prepared a negative declaration in 
accordance with the Cal i fornia Environmental Qual i ty Act (Pub1 ic Resources 
Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and State guidelines, and the Regional Board 
has considered the negative declara1;ion and determined there will be no 
significant adverse impacts to the environment from the waiver of waste 
discharge requirements for the spec$fic types of projects described in the 
attachment to thS s Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Board held a hearing on January 14-15, 1988 in 
Ridgecrest, Kern County and considered all evidence concerning this matter. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Board wdives waste discharge 
requirements for the specific types of waste discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution except for those specific discharges for which 
waste discharge requirements have previously been adopted or where in the 
opinion of the Executive Officer, waste discharge requi rements are 
necessary; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that those specific types of discharges shown on the 
attachment to this Resolution, must be in compliance with applicable 
sections of the Water Quality Control Plans for the North and South Lahontan 
Basins as amended and the Lake Tahoe Basin Water Qual ity Plan; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Regional Board adopts the Negative 
Declaration and directs the Executive Officer to file all appropriate 
notices; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this action waiving the issuance of waste 
discharge requirements is conditional and the Executive Off icer can 
recommend that the Regional Board adopt waste discharge requirements for any 
of the specific types of discharges listed on the attachment. 

I, 0. R .  Butterfield, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January 
14, 1988. 

0. R. BUTTERFICLD/ 
. .EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

B-105



PTTACHMENT TO RESOLUTION NO. 6-88-18 (WAIVER POLICY 

JYPE OF PROJECT OR 
Y l i E  

WAIVER CONDITIONS 

Underground Tank Abandonment s/ If regulated by Local Imple- 
Rep1 acements mentlng Agencles (and TRPA for 

projects in the Lake Tahoe 
Bas In) 

Pier Repairs with No Increase Use of sediment screens, adherence 
in Square Footage to 'Guide1 ines for Erosfon Controlw 

as described In the Basfn Plans, and 
approval of Cal I forni a Department of 
Flsh. and Game. 

Minor Dredglng Operations When operation Is short-term, spoil 
Is non-toxic, and discharge Is to 
1 and. 

Stormwater Runoff No antlclpated water qua1 I ty 
impacts, no NPDES permit required 
by Federal regulation, and no 
potentla1 for contact with toxic or 
hazardous materl a1 s. 

Dewatering from Construction No pollutants are present and 
Sf tes there Is no discharge to surface 

waters. 

Minor Stream Channel A1 terations Where regulated by Cal I forni a 
Department of Fish and Game under 
Fish and Game Code Section 1600 - 
1603. 

Sand, gravel and quarry opera- Where all operations and wash waters . 
tions . are confined to 1 and; no discharge - 

to surface 'waters will occur and 
stockpiles are protected from 
floodlng. 

Erosion from construction Operation compl ies wl th the 
"Guide1 ines for Erosfon Control ' 
within the Basin Plans for the 
Lahontan Region (and util Ires the 
TRPA Best Management Practices for 
projects within the Lake Tahoe 
Bas in) . 
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Test pumpings of fresh water Pollutants are neither present fn 
the groundwater nor are added, and 
the well 3s not part of a 
groundwater sl eanup project. 

Discharge from flushing of Df scharge has no toxie or 
domestic water lines and hazardous constituents . 
tanks 

Individual sewage disposal The discharge 4s not to 
systems, and small cornmu- surface waters. 
nity, commerctal, Instdtu- 
tdonal end inclustrf a1 opera 
atdons which utilize on-site 
wastewater treatment and 
disposal for domestic wastes 

Inert sol id wastes (non-water Small scale operations usdng 
soluble, non-decomposabl e, good disposal and erosion 

. non-hazardous i ,em earth, control practices such that 
rock, concrete, etc.) . discharges to surface waters 

will not occur and compl ies with 
California Administrative Code, 

' Title 23, Chapter 3, 
Subchapter 15, Section 2524. 

Underground Injection 

Use of rerlaimed wastewater for 
soil compaction or dust 
control 

ConPi ned animal wastes 

Where EPA'e Underground 
Injection Control' permit is 
determined to be adequate to 
protect groundwaters. 

Where appl isable Dept. of 
Health Services' guide1 ineo 
are f 01 1 owed. 

Discharger compl ies with the 
Ca1 ifornia Administrative Code, 
Title 23, Chapter 3, Subehapter 15, 
and no MPDES pennit is required by 
Federal rsgul at i on, and the 
Cal i fornf a Envir~nmental Qua1 i ty Act 
has been compl iod with. 
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Dri 1 1 ing muds 

Swimming pool discharges 

Lake or Reservoir drainage 
projects 

Timber Harvest Projects 

Minor Hydro projects 

Telephone, natural gas and 
electric utility vault 
and conduit flushing 
and draining 

Emergency action projects 

Geothermal well drill ing/testing 

Pipe1 ine/Tank Testing 

-Discharges to sumps with at 
least two feet of freeboard. Sump 
must be dried by evaporation or 
pumping. Drilling muds may remain 
in sump only If discharger 
demonstrates It Is Inert waste. 
Sump area shall be restored to 
preconstruction state within sixty 
days of completion or abandonment of 
the well. 

Drainage contains no toxic levels 
of chlorine and no discharge to 
surface waters will occur. 

Pollutants are not present, 
discharge rates are- such that they 
do not cause eroston, sediment 
control measures are In place and 
beneficial uses of the downstream 
waterway are maintained. 

Operating under approved Cal i forni a 
Department of Forestry Timber 
Harvesting Plans or Federal Timber 
Sales. 

Operation under water rights :permit 
from the State Water Resources 
Control Board or Cal i forni a 
Department of Fish and Game 
conditions, no water quality impacts 
are anticipated, and California 
Environmental Qua1 i ty Act (CEQA) 
has been complied with. 

Where there is no discharge 
to surface waters and no toxic 
or hazardous materials within 
the discharge. 

Where an action is needed to protect 
water quality and waste discharge 
requirements may be adopted at a 
1 ater date. 

Where no hazardous materials are 
used in drilling operations. 

Where freshwater is used. 
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ATTACHMENT "B" 

other  p ro jec t  area,  may be applied t o  t h e  
t o t a l  a rea  encompassed by Land Capabil i ty 
I l i s t r i c t s  4 through 7 ,  inclusive,  t o  
Cletermine the  amount of coverage, t o  
which amount may be added t h e  aggregate 
of base coverages a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  por- 
t:Sons of t h e  parce l  o r  other  p ro jec t  area  
within Land Capabi l i ty  D i s t r i c t s  1 
through 3, inclusive.  No coverage s h a l l  
Lm placed on any land within  Land Capa- 
b i l i t y  Districts 1 through 3, inclusive,  
atxcept a s  provided i n  Subsection 20.3.A. 

(b) Transferred Coverage: I n  t h e  event addi t ional  
coverclge is permitted by t r a n s f e r  of land 
coveraLge pursuant t o  Subsection 20.2 -8, t h e  
amount:. of  ' t o t a l  coverage s h a l l  be  calculated 
by ap,plying t h e  'percentage coverage f i gu re s  
s e t  f o r t h  i n  Subsection 20.2.8 t o  t he  p ro j ec t  
a rea  determined pursuant t o  Subparagraph 
20.3.D(1). 

(c) Land Coverage Xn Right-Of-Way: Exis t ing o r  
proporied land coverage i n  a publ ic  street o r  
highway right-of-way s h a l l  be  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  
t h e  c>wner of t h e  right-of-way. Proposed 
coverage i n  such right-of-way c h a l l  be pur- 
suant t o  a t r a n s f e r  of land coverage based 
upon a r a t i o  of one square foo t  of land 
coverage r e t i r e d  f o r  each square foo t  of new 
coverage proposed. Transfer  of such coverage 
s h a l l  be pursuant t o  t h e  requirements of 
Subsec:tion 20.3.C. The owner of the  right-of- 
way may arrange t he  t r a n s f e r  of land coverage 
w i t h  t he  person, i f  any, benef i t ing from the  
proposed land coverage i n  t he  right-of-way. 

3 Calculation Of Permissible Land Coveraqe Under 
IPES: Ca1c:ulation of permissible land coverage f o r  - 
pa rce l s  sub jec t  t o  IPES c h a l l  be i n  accordance with 
Chapter 37. 

(4)  Overhang Allowance: For every t h r ee  f e e t  o f f  of 
t h e  ground surface,  one f o o t  of t h e  hor izontal  
overhang d,imension s h a l l  be  excluded from land 
coverage ~calculat ions .  The remainder of t h e  
overhang s h a l l  be counted. 

20.4 Prohibi t ion Of Additionril Land Coverage I n  Land Capabi l i ty  
D i s t r i c t s  l a ,  l c ,  2 And :I And l b  (Stream Environment Zones): No 
addi t iona l  land coverage o r  o ther  permanent land disturbance s h a l l  
be permitted i n  Land Capabil i ty D i s t r i c t s  l a ,  l c ,  2, and 3 and 
Land Capabi l i tv  D i s t r i c t  lb (stream e n v i r o 6 e n t  tones) except a s  
follows : 
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20.4,A Exceptions For Land Capability Districts la, lc, 2 And 3 
Prohibition: Thm following exceptions apply to the 
prohibition of land cwerage and disturbance in Land 
Capability Districts la, lc, 2 and 3: 

(1) B: &and cwercrge and disturbance for single 
. family houses may be permitted ia Land Capability 

Districts lla, lc, 2 and 3, when reviewed and 
approved p~srsuant to IPES in accordance with 
Chapter 37, 

(2) Pubiic Outdoor Recreation Facilities: Land 
coverage m d  disturbance for public outdoor 
recreation facilities, which includes public 
recreation projects on' gubli'c lands, private 
recreation 'projects through use of public lands, 
and private recreational projects on private lands 
that are depicted or prwided for on a public 
agency ' 8 recreati onal plan, hay be pexmitted in 
Land Capability Districts la, Ic, 2 and '3 Sf TRPA 
finds, that . . .. t ,: - ,= ,. .. 
.. . 

(a) . The project is a necessary part of a public 
agency" long-range plans for public outdoor 
recreation! 

(b) Tke project is consistent with the Recreation 
Element of the Regional Plan; 

(c) The project, by its very nature, mast bat sited 
in Land Capability Districts la, Ic, 2 or 3, 
ouch ari a ski m or hiking trail; 

(d) There Is no feasible alternative which avoids 
or reduces 'the extent of encroachment in Land 
Capabil-ity District8 la, lc, 2 and 3; and 

(e) T h e  ftqpacts of the owerage and disturbance* 
are fully mitigated through means including, 
but not limited to, the followingr 

(i) Application of best management practi cest 
and 

(ii) Re!storation, in accordance with Section 
20.4.C, o f .  land in Land CapabiAty 
Districts la, Ic, 2 and 3 in the amount 
of 1.5 times the area of land in such 
dj.stricts covered -or disturbed for the 
project beyond that permitted by the 
coefficients in Subsection 20.3.A. 

(3 ) .  Public Service Facilities: Land coverage and 
disturbance for public service facilities may be 
pexmitted in Land Capability Districts la, I=, 2 
and 3 if TRPA finds that: 

(a) The project is'necessary for public health, 
safety or environmental protection; 
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(b) There ir no reasonable alternative, including 
reloctition, which avoids or reduces the extent 
of encroachment in Land Capability Districts 
la, lc, 2 and 31 and 

(c) The impacts of the coverage and disturbance 
are fully mitigated in the manner prescribed 
by Subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (el . ' 

(4) Erosion Control And Other Environmentally Oriented 
Projects And Facilities: Land coverage and dis- 
turbance I M ~  be permitted in Land Capability 
District8 la, lc, 2 and ¶ for erosion control 
projects, habitat restoration projects, wetland 
: rehabilitation projectr, . stream environment tone 
restoration - pro jectr , and similar pro jectr , 
programs urd facilities if TRPA finds that: 

. . .  ... .".- . :. ;. .: .: : , -: j - . . . . , , - . . - . . . .  . , . , . . . 
(a) The 1 pio jii<,.~$rogram or facility 1. necessary 
' 7 .  . .  . . -  for e12virokental protection# and 
ibf There . ir no reasonable alternative, including 

relocation, which avoids or reduces the extent 
of encroachment in Land Capability Districts 
lar lc, 2 and 3. 

20.4.8 Exceptions For Lana uapability District lb (Stream 
Environment Zonel: The following exceptions apply .to the 
prohibition of iand - coverage and disturbance in land 
capability - . .  district Ib (stream environment zone) : 

- .  
(1) Stream Crc~ssings: .Land coverage and disturbance . 

for projects to effect access across stream 
environment zones to otherwise buildable sites, if 
such projects otherwise comply with applicable 
development standards in Chapter 27, may be 
permitted in Land Capability District lb (stream . 
environmen-t zones) if TRPA finds that: 

(a) There. is no reasonable alternative, including 
relocrrtion, which avoids or reduces the extent 
of encroachment i n  the stream environment 
zone; .or that encroachment is necessary to 
reach the building site recommended by IPES; 
and 

(b) The kmpacts of the land coverage and disturb- 
ance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
forth in Subparagraph 20.4.h(2) (e) , with the 
uccep'tion that the restoration requirement in 
such Subrection shall apply exclusively to 
strean environment zone lands. 
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(2) Public Outdoor Recreation: A n d  coverage and 
disturbance for public outdoor recreation facili- 
ties may be pemitted in Land Capability District 
lb (stream environment zones) if TRPA finds thatr 

(a) The project is a necessary part of a public 
agency's long range plans for public outdoor 
recreation: 

(b) The project is consistent with the Recreation 
. Element of the Regional Plan; 

(c) The project, by its very nature must be sited 
in rr stream environment zone, such as bridges, 
stroam crossings, ski run crossings, fishing 
trails, and boat launching facilities; 

(,dl . There is no .fer'jfble alternative which would 
avo&d or reduce extent of encroachment in 
the stream environment zone! and 

(e) t he- impact8 :of the land coverage and dia- 
turbance, are fully. mitigated in the manner set 
forth in 'subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (el, with the 
excc!ption that the restoration requirement in 
ruclr Subsection shall apply exclusively to 
stream environment zone lands. 

(3) Public S~rrvicer Land coverage and disturbance for 
public r~ervice .facilities may be permitted in 
  and Capability District lb <stre& environment 
zones) if -TRPA finds that:' 
(a) The, project is necessary for public health, 

safttty or environmental protection; 
(b) Thea:e is no reasonable alternative, including 

a bridge span or relocation, which avoids or 
reduces the extent of encroachment in the 
stream environment zone; and 

(c) The impacts of the land coverage and dis- 
turbance are fully mitigated in the manner set 
forth in Subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (el, with the 
exct:ption that the restoration requirement in 
such Subsection shall apply exclusively to 
strum environment zone lands. 

(4) Erosion C:ontrol And Other Environmentally Oriented 
Projects And Facilities: Land coverage and dis- 
turbance may be permitted in Land Capability 
District. lb (stream- environment zones) for- erosion 
control projects, habitat restoration projects, 
wetland r:ehabilitation projects, stream environment 
zone restoration projects and similar projects, 
programs and facilities if TRPA finds that: 
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(a) The project, program, or facility is necessary 
for e~~vironmental protectiont and 

(b) There is no reasonable alternative, including 
reloca~tion, which avoids or reduces the extent 
of encroachment in the stream environment 
zone. 

20.4-C Restoration Requirementst The following requirements 
apply to restorationt 

(1) The restoration requirements of Subparagraph 
20e4.A(2) (el, may be accmplished onsite or offsite 
by the applicant or another agency approved by 
TRPA. . Suclir restoration requirements shall be in 
lieu of &n:y land coverage transfer requirement or 

. - water qua1:lty roitigation fee pursuant to Chapter 
82. . . .:-: .. . . - .  .. . . . . .  ...::.; 

(2) ,Only land rdich has been disturbed or consists of 
hard covercrge or soft coverage shall be eligible 

. . .  
. for credit .for restoration, Restoration plans 
shall require restoration to cause the area to 
function i:n a natural state with provisions for 
permbnent protection from further disturbance. 
Lands disturbed by the project and then restored 
are not eligible for credit. Pennanent protection 
from furtheir disturbance shall include, but not be 
limited tcr, recordation by the owner of deed 
restrictiori~s, or other covenants running with the 
land, on a form approved by =A, against parcels 
in private!.:ownership, permanently assuring the 
restoration , : requirements of Subparagraph 
20.4.A(2) (e) . TRPA shall obtain appropriate 
assurance from a public agency that the require- 
ments of Subparagraph 20.4.A (2)(e) are met. 

20.5 Excess Land Coverage Mitiyation Program: This Section applies to 
projects where the amount of land coverage existing prior to the 
project in the project area exceeds the base land coverage for the 
project area prescribed hy Subsection 20.3.A. Land coverage in 
excess of the base land1 coverage. shall ,be mitigated by the 
transfer of land coveragc? pursuant to Subsection 20.3-C or the 
land coverage mitigation program set forth in this Section. 

20.5.A fmplcmentation Of Program: Except as otherwise provided 
by Subsection 20.5-B, all projects on parcels, or other 
applicable proje1:t areas, with unmitigated excess land 
coverage, shall be subject to the land coverage mitiga- 
tion program set forth in this section, Projects subject 
to the program shall reduce land coverage by the amounts 
specified in Subparagraph 20.SeA(1) and (2). 
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(5) Tyrolian Village: Land coverage end dimturbance 
for mingle family houmen may bt permitted i n  Land 
Capability District. l a ,  lc ,  2 urd 3, when reviewed 
and approved i n  accordance with Chapter 36, on 
parcels in Tyrolian Village, Unitm Y 1  through 5, 
inclunive, for  which complete applications were 
f i led  and accepted by TRPA pursuant to  the 'Agree- 
ment Between The Tyrolian Village, Inc. And The 

' Tahoe Regional Planning Agency Regarding Erosion 
Control Xmprovementn And Reclassification Of Upper 
Tyrolian Village" dated May 26, 1983.- 

20.4.8 Exceptions For Land Capability Distr ict  l b  (Stream 
Environment Zone): The following e%ceptionn apply to  the 
prohibition of land coverage and disturbance i n  land 
capability d int r ic t  l b  (stream environment zone) r 

.- - .  .. 

(1) Stream Crossings a Land coverage and disturbance 
for  .projects t o  ef f t c t  access across atream 
environment zones ' t o  otherwise, buildable ni ter ,  i f  
such projects 'otherwise' comply with applicable 
development standards i n  Chapter 27, may be 
permitted i n  Land Capability Dis t r ic t  l b  (stream 
environment zones) i f  TRPA finds that:  

(a) There i s  no reasonable alternative, including 
relocation, which avoidn or  reduces the extent 
of encroachment i n  the stream environment 
zone, or  tha t  encroachment i n  necessary t o  
reach the building s i t e  recommended by .XPES; 
and 

(b) The impacts of the land coverage and disturb- 
ance are ful ly  mitigated in the manner s e t  
forth i n  Subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (e) ,  with the 
exception that  the restoration requirement i n  
such Subsection shal l  apply exclusively t o  
stream environment zone lands. 

(2 )  Public Outdoor Recreation: Land coverage and 
disturbance for public outdoor recreation f ac i l i -  
t i e s  may be permitted in Land Capability Dis t r ic t  
l b  (stream environment zones) i f  TRPA finds that:  

(a) The project is a necessary part  of a public 
agency's long range plans for  public outdoor 
recreation; 

(b) The project i s  consistent with the Recreation 
Element of the Regional Plan; 

(c) The project, by i ts  very nature must be s i ted  
in a stream environment zone, such as  bridges, 
stream crossings, ski run crossings, dishing 
t r a i l s ,  and boat launching fac i l i t i e s :  i n  
accordance with the Guidelines Regarding 
Public Outdoor Recreation Faci l i t ies  and 
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Activities Which Create Additional Land 
Coverage or Permanent Disturbance and Which By 
Their Very Nature Need Not Be Sited i n  Sensi- 
t ive  Lands ( la ,  lb, l c ,  2, 3 or SEZa) , Water 
Quality Management Plan for  the Lake Tahoe 
Region, Volume f ,  Table 16, dated November, 
1988. 

(dl There t a  no feasible alternative which would 
avoid or reduce the extent of encroachment i n  
the atream environment zone; and 

e l  The impacts of the land coverage and dir- 
turbance are ful ly mitigated in the manner s e t  
forth i n  Subparagraph 20.4,A(2) (el, with the 
exception tha t  the tet totat ion requirement in 
auch 4Submection ahall  apply oxclurively t o  
stream environment .. zone - lands, 

. . ' .  . . . . 
(3) ' Public S e r v k t  . -  Land coverage and disturbance for  

public ~ e r v i s e . :  f ac i l i t i e s  may b permitted in  
h n d  Capabf l i t y  ~ i s t r i c t  l b  (atream onvironraent 
zones) i f  T'RPA finds thatr  
(a) The p~coject is necessary for public health, 

safety or environmental protectioni 
(b) There i s  no reasonable alternative, including 

a bridge span or telocation, which avoids or  
reduces the extent of encroachment i n  the 
rtream~ environment zone; and 

(c) The impacts of the land coverage and 'dis-  
turbance are ful ly  mitigated i n  the manner s e t  
forth in  Subparagraph 20.4.A(2) (a ) ,  with the 
e~cep t~ ion  tha t  the restoration requirement i n  
such Subsection sha l l  apply exclusively t o  
stream environment zone lands. 

(4 )  Water Quality Control Facil i t ies:  Land coverage 
and diseurtiance may be permitted in Land Capability . 
Distr ic t  l b  (stream environment zones) for  erosion 
control projects, habitat restoration projects, 
wetland rehabilitation projects, stream environment 
zone restoration projects and similar projects, 
programs and f ac i l i t i e s  i f  TRPA finds that:  
(a) The project, program, or  f ac i l i t y  is necessary 

for  environmental protection; 
(b) There is no reasonable alternative, including 

reloca~tion, which avoids or  reduces the extent 
of ec~croachment i n  the stream environment 
zone; and 

(c) Xmpact:~ are fu l ly  mitigated and, i f  appli- 
cable, ttansferred land coverage requirements 
pursua~nt t o  20.3.C(21 (el are met, 
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20.4.C Restoration Requirementst The following requirements 
apply t o  restoration: 

1 The reirtoration requirements of Subparagraphs 
20.3.C(2) (el and 20.4.A(2) (el ,  m y  be accomplished 
onsite or offoite by the applicant o r  another 
agency approved by TRPA. Such restoration require- 

' .  ments shal l  be i n  l ieu of any land coverage trans- 
fe r  requirement o r  water quality mitigation fee 
pursuant t o  Chapter 82. 

(2)  Only larrd which has been disturbed or  conrists of 
hard coverage or  ro f t  coverage shal l  be el igible 
for credit  for restoration. Restoration plans 
shal l  require restoration t o  eause the area t o  
function i n  a natural r a t e  with provisions for 
pcrPranent protection from further disturbance. 
Landn disturbed by the project and then restored 
a r t  not el igible for credit. Permanent protection 
from.further disturbance sha l l  include, but not be 
limited .to,..recordation by the.  owner of deed 
restr ict ions,  o r  other covenants running with the 
land, on a form approved by TRPA, against parcels 
i n  private ownership, permanently assuring the 
restoration requirements of Subparagraphs 
20.3.C(2) (el o r  20.4.A(2) (81, as applicable. TRPA 
shall  obtain appropriate assurance from a public 
agency t h a t  the requirements of Subparagraph 20.3.C 
(2) (el or  20.4.A(2) (a) ,  an applicable are met; 

20.5 Excess Land Coverage Mf,tigation Program: This Section applies to 
projects where the amoaht of land coverage existing pr ior  t o  the 
project in the project &area exceeds the base land coverage for Me 
project area prtscribecl by Subsection 20.3.A. Land coverage i n  
excess of the base land coverage sha l l  be mitigated by the 
transfer of land coverage pursuant t o  Subsection 20.3.C or the 
land coverage mitigation program s e t  forth i n  t h i s  Section. 

20.5.A Implementetion O f  Program: Except as  otherwise provided 
by Subsection 20.5.8, a l l  projects on parcels, or other 
a~plicab.le project areas, -with unmitigated excess land 
coverage, shal l  be rubject t o  the land coverage mitiga- 
tion program s e t  forth in th i s  section. Projects subject 
t o  the program sha l l  reduce.' land cdvecage by the amounts 
specified in Subparagraph 20.5.A(1) and (2) .  

(1) Excess Ceverage Calculation r Excess land coverage 
equals the existing amount of land coverage, less  
the t o t a l  of the following: the maximum allowable 
amount of base coverage: the amount of coverage 
approved by transfer1 and the amount of coverage 
previousZy mitigated under t h i s  Section. 

Excess Coverage (t sq. f t .  ) = Existing Coverage (% 

sq. f t . )  - (Maximum coverage (t sq. f t . )  + Trqs-  
fered Coverage - (% sq. f t . )  + Previously Mitigated 
Coverage (% sq. f t . ) ) .  
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
LAHONTiW REG ION 

RESOLUTIONI NO. 6-93-08 

DELEGATING AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS TO 
BASIN PLAN PROHIBITIONS REGARDING DISCHARGES OF EARTHEN MATERIALS TO 

FLOODPLAINS AND STREAM ENVIRONMENT ZONES 

WHEREAS, The Ca l i fo rn ia  Regional Hater Q u a l i t y  Control Board, Lahontan Region 
f i n d s  that: 

1. Hater Code Section 13260(a) requires t h a t  any person discharging waste 
o r  proposing t o  discharge waste w i t h i n  the Region, other than t o  a 
community sewer system, t h a t  could a f f e c t  the  q u a l i t y  o f  the  waters o f  
the state, sha l l  f i l e  a repor t  o f  waste discharge. 

2. The Cal i f o r n i  a Regional Water Qual i ty  Control Board, Lahontan Region, 
has a s ta tu to r y  obl i g a t  i on  t o  prescr ibe waste discharge requirements f o r  
the discharge o f  any waste t h a t  could a f f e c t  water q u a l i t y  except t h a t  
waste discharge requirements may be waived when i t  i s  not  against the 
pub1 i c  i n t e r e s t  pursuant t o  Cal f fornia Water Code Section 13269. 

3. The Regional Board adopted Resolut ion No. 6-88-18, "Waiver o f  Waste 
Discharge Requirements f o r  Spec l f ic  Types of Discharges" which spec i f ies  
the  types o f  p ro jec ts  f o r  which the Executive O f f i c e r  can waive Waste 
Discharge Requirements . 

4. The Regional Board adopted General Waste Discharge Requirements, Board 
Order No. 6-91-31, regu la t ing  discharges from the const ruct ion of small 
commercial, mu l t i - f am i l y  res iden t ia l ,  u t i l i t y  and pub l i c  works p ro jec ts  
w i t h i n  the Tahoe Basin. The General Permit al lows the Executive O f f i c e r  
t o  issue a Not ice o f  A p p l i c a b i l i t y  f o r  spec i f i c  projects,  thus al lowing 
const ruct ion t o  proceed under provis ions o f  the  General Waste Discharge 
Requirements. 

5; The Water Qual i t y  Control Plan f o r  the North Lahontan Basin (North 
Lahontan Basin Plan), as amended, p roh i  b i t s  the  discharge o r  threatened 
discharge a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  human a c t i v i t i e s  o f  s o l i d  o r  l i q u i d  waste 
mater ia ls  inc lud ing  so i l ,  s i l t ,  clay, sand and other  organic and earthen 
mater ia ls,  due t o  the placement of said materi,als below the highwater 
r i m  o f  Lake Tahoe o r  w i t h i n  the 100-year f lood p l a i n  o f  the Truckee 
River o r  any t r i b u t a r y  t o  Lake Vahoe o r  the Truckee River. 
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6. The North Lahontan Basin Plan wllows an exception t o  the p roh ib i t ions  of  
Finding No. 5 f o r  the Truckee River and Little Truckee River Hydrologic 
Units  f o r  only the following types  o f  projec ts :  

o p r o j e c t s  s o l e l y  intended t o  reduce o r  mi t iga te  e x i s t i n g  
sources o f  eros ion o r  water pol 1 u t  ion 

o bridge abutments and approaches and o t h e r  e s s e n t i a l  
t r anspor ta t ion  f a c t 1  itfes i d e n t i f i e d  i n  a County plan 

o p r o j e c t s  necessary t o  p ro tec t  publ ic  hea l th  o r  s a f e t y  o r  t o  
provide e s s e n t i a l  publ i c  se rv ices  

o p r o j e c t s  necessary f o r  pub1 ic rec rea t ion  

o r e p a i r  o r  replacement of e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e s  

o outdoor r ec rea t lon  p ro jec t s  within the 100-year f lood pl a in  
which have been man-altered by grading and/or f i l l i n g  
a c t i v i t i e s  which oc:curred p r i o r  t o  June 26, 1975. 

7. The North Lahontan Basin Plan allows an exception t o  t h e  p roh ib i t ions  of 
Finding No. 5,  f o r  t h e  p ro jec t  types  l i s t e d  i n  Finding No. 6, only when 
t h e  Regional Board makes a l l  of  t h e  following f indings:  

6 There is  no reasonable a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  loca t ing  the p r d j e c t  
o r  por t ions  of  the p ro jec t  wi th in  the 100-year f lood pla in .  

o The p ro jec t ,  by i t s  very nature,  must be located  within t h e  
100-year f lood p la in .  The determination o f  whether a 
p ro jec t ,  by i t s  very nature,  must be located  i n  a 100-year 
f lood p la in  s h a l l  be based on the type o f  p r o j e c t  proposed, 
not  the p a r t i c u l a r  s i te  proposed. 

o The p ro jec t  incorporates measures which will insu re  t h a t  any 
- erosion and surface  runoff problems caused by the p ro jec t  

a r e  mit igated t o  l e v e l s  o f  ins igni f icance .  

6 The p ro jec t  will not ind iv idua l ly  o r  cumulatively w i t h  o t h e r  
p ro jec t s ,  d i r e c t l y  o r  i n d i r e c t l y ,  degrade water  qua1 f t y  or 
impair benef ic ia l  uses o f  water. 

o A l l  1 0 - y e a r  f lood p la in  a reas  and volumes l o s t  a s  a result 
of the p r o j e c t  will be completely mi t iga ted  by r e s t o r a t i o n  
of a previously d is turbed f lood p l a i n  wi th in  o r  a s  c l o s e  a s  
p r a c t i c a l  t o  the p r o j e c t  site. The r e s to red ,  new, o r  
en1 arged f lood p la in  s h a l l  be o f  s u f f i c i e n t  a r e a  and volume 
t o  more than compensate for t h e  f lood flow a t t enua t ion  
capacf t y ,  sur face  flow treatment capaci ty ,  and groundwater 
flow treatment capaci ty  which  a r e  l o s t  a s  a result of  t h e  
p ro jec t .  
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8. The Lake Tahoe Basin Water Qua l i t y  Plan (Lake Tahoe Basin Plan), as 
amended proh ib i ts  the following: 

o discharge from new development i n  stream environment zones 
o r  which i s  not i n  accordance wi th  land capabil i t y  

o discharge t o  stream environment zones 

9 .  The Lake Tahoe Basin Plan states tha t  the prohib i t ions l i s t e d  i n  Finding 
No. 8 shal l  not apply t o  any structure the Regioial Board, o r  a 
management agency designated by the State Board t o  implement the Lake 
Tahoe water qua l i t y  plan, approves as reasonably necessary; 

o t o  control  ex is t ing  sources o f  erosion o r  water pol lu t ion,  

o t o  carry out the 1988 TRPA regional t ransportat ion plan, 

o f o r  health, safety, o r  pub1 i c  recreation, 

o f o r  access across SEZ's t o  otherwise bui ldable parcel s 

Approval o f  exemptions shal l  include the f indings set f o r t h  
i n  Section 20.4 o f  Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's Code o f  
Ordinances . 

10. Both the North Lahontan Basin Plan and the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan Use the 
terms "exception" and "exemption" interchangeably. For the purposes o f  
t h i s  Resolution, the term "exception" w i l l  be used i n  a l l  places other 
than where quoted d i r e c t l y  from the Plans. 

1. On March 8, 1990, the Regional Board adopted Resolution No. 6-90-22, 
which delegated author i ty  t o  the Executive Of f i cer  t o  grant exceptions 
t o  the Basin Plan Prohibi t ions referred t o  i n  Findings No. 5 and 8 
above. The Resolution delegated t h i s  author i ty  f o r  projects t h a t  can 
meet the necessary exception f indings and tha t  meet the fol lowing size 
c r i t e r i a :  

a. less than 500 square feet  o f  coverage, o r  

b. l ess  than 1,000 square fee t  o f  ground disturbance, o r  

c. less than 50 cubic yards o f  f i l l  o r  excavation. 

12. Since Resolution No. 6-90-22 was adopted, several p roh ib i t ion  exceptions 
have been granted by the Executive Off icer.  However, due t o  the size 
1 imi ta t ions mentioned above, many projects which would otherwise qua1 i f y  
for a waiver o r  approval under the General Waste Discharge Requirements 
are required t o  obtain an exception from the Regional Board. 
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13. The Regional Board f i nds  t h a t  delegating au thor i t y  t o  the Executive 
O f f i c e r  t o  grant  the exceptions t o  the p roh ib i t i ons  when the p ro j ec t  
meets condi t ions f o r  a waiver o r  approval under the  General Waste 
Discharge Requirements and meets the exception c r i t e r i a  i n  the North 
Lahontan Basin Plan o r  Lake Tahoe Basin Plan would enable Regional Board 
s t a f f  t o  use resources more e f f ec t i ve l y .  

14. The Regional Board f i nds  t h a t  delegat ion o f  au thor i t y  t o  grant  
exceptions can a l low qual i f y i n g  pro jec ts  t o  proceed i n  a more t ime ly  
manner. 

15. The Regional Board f i nds  t h a t  delegat ing au tho r i t y  t o  the  Executive 
O f f i c e r  t o  grant  exceptions t o  the Basin Plan p roh ib i t i ons  spec i f i ed  i n  
Findings No. 5 and 8 f o r  p ro jec ts  o f  l ess  than 1,000 square feet o f  new 
impervious coverage, and 2,000 square f e e t  o f  new ground disturbance and 
100 cubic yards o f  f i l l  o r  excavation would no t  be against the  pub l i c  
i n t e r e s t  when the discharge i s  mi t igated as required by the Basin Plans, 
and w i l l  not  adversely a f f e c t  the qual i t y  o r  the bene f i c ia l  uses o f  the 
waters o f  the State. 

16. A Report o f  Waste Discharge sha l l  be f i l e d  f o r  any discharge f o r  which 
approval i s  sought pursuant t o  t h i s  Resolution. 

17. Discharge from a p ro j ec t  cannot commence u n t i l  such t ime as the  Regional 
Board Executive O f f i c e r  has prepared and sent a l e t t e r  i nd i ca t i ng  &hat 
an exception t o  the Basin Plan p roh ib i t i ons  i s  granted and t h a t  waste 
discharge requirements f o r  the p ro j ec t  are waived o r  the General Waste 
Discharge Requirements are appl icable. 

18. The Regional Board he ld  a hear'ing on January 28 and 29, 1993 i n  Truckee, 
Cal i f o r n i  a and considered a1 1 evidence concerning t h i s  matter. 

THEREFORE BE I T  RESOLVED: 

1. The Regional Board delegates au thor i t y  t o  the Executive O f f i c e r  t o  grant  
exceptions t o  Basin Plan Prohi b i t i o n s  f o r  the Truckee River Hydrologic 
U n i t  and the Lake Tahoe Basin f o r  spec i f i c  discharges where: 

a. the p ro j ec t  q u a l i f i e s  f o r  a waiver o f  Waste Discharge 
Requirements o r  can be covered under General Waste Discharge 
Requirements, and 

b. the p ro j ec t  meets eixception c r i t e r i a  o f  the North Lahontan 
Basin Plan o r  the Lake Tahoe Basin Plan, and 

c. the  p ro j ec t  i s  less  than the fo l low ing  s p e c i f i c  s i ze  
1 imi ta t ions:  
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1) 1,000 square feet of new impervious coverage, and 

2) 2,000 square feet of new ground disturbance, and 

3) 100 cubic yarcls of f ill  or excavation. 

Except in emergency situations, the Executive Officer shall notify the 
Board and interested members of the public of his intent to issue an 
exception subject to this Resolution at least ten (10) days before the 
exemption is issued. A notice of the exception will .also be published 
in a local newspaper and interested parties will be allowed at least 
seven (7) days to submit comnents. All comnents received and staff's 
response to the comnents will be forwarded to the Board with the 
proposed exception. Any Regional Board member may direct that an 
exceptdon not be granted by the Executive Officer and that it be 
scheduled for consideration by the Regional Board. 

3. This action delegating authority to the Executive Officer to grant 
exceptions i s conditional and the Execut i ve Officer may recommend that 
certain exception requests be considered by the Regional Board. 

4. Resolution No. 6-90-22 is hereby rescinded. 

I, Harold 3. Singer, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
is a full, true, and correct copy of ii Resolution adopted by the California 
Regional W a t e ~  Jual i ty Control Board, Lahontan Region, on January 29, 1993. 

E X E C U ~  IVE OFFICER 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 
UHONTAN REGION 

Approving the  Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's 
Mit iga t ion  Fee Program a s  an Offse t  Pol icy  

WHEREAS, t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  Regional Water Q u a l i t y  Control Board, Lahontan 
Region, f inds:  

1. On October 29, 1980, t h e  S t a t e  Water Resources Control Board 
( S t a t e  ~ o a r d )  adopted t h e  Lake Tahoe Basin W a t ~ r  Qual i ty  Plan, 
and 

2. The Regional Board is r e spor~s ib le  f o r  implementing t h i s  plan 
unless  o t h e r  agencies adopt and enforce adequate eon t ro l  measures, 
and 

3. The plan  p r o h i b i t s  dfscharge!~ from new development i n  t h e  Lake 
Tahoe Basin which i s  not  o f f s e t  by t h e  implementation of remedial 
eon t ro l  p r o j e c t s  f o r  e x i s t i n g  eros ion and surface  runoff  problems, 
and 

4. The plan encourages the  development by l o c a l  o r  regional  governments 
of an o f f s e t  pol icy  o r  p o l i c i e s  whereby permission f o r  new development 
i s  l inked t o  accomplishment of remedial projec ts .  Such po l i c i e s  
may allow t h e  payment of o f f s e t  f ees  o r  t h e  performance of remedial 
work by landowners on an inclividual bas i s ,  and 

5. The plan d i r e c t s  the  ~ e ~ i o k l l  Board t o  review the  progress of 
l o c a l  governments toward the  development of  adequate o f f s e t  p o l i c i e s  
wi th in  e ighteen months (by Hay, 19821, and t o  adopt and enforce a 
Regional Board o f f s e t  pol icy  i f  necessary,  and 

6 .  The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) has adopted a schedule 
of m i t i g a t i o n  f e e s  f o r  new clevelopment. These f e e s ' a r e  paid by 
landowners upon t h e  issuance of bui ld ing permits ,  and deposited 
i n  j o i n t  accounts administetred by TRPA and county o r  c i t y  'governments, ; 

The funds i n  these  accounts a r e  t o  be used as  t h e  l o c a l  shares 
of t h e  c o s t s  of remedial e ros ion con t ro l  p ro jec t s ,  and 

7. In adopting an amended "208'' water  Qua l i ty  Management P lan  f o r  
the  Lake Tahoe Basin, TRPA adopted t h e  p r i o r i t y  system f o r  remedial 
con t ro l  p r o j e c t s  i n  Califorxiia which i s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  S t a t e  
Board plan,  and 

8. T h e m i t i g a t i o n  f e e  schedule and p ro jec t  p r i o r i t y  system together  
meet the  S t a t e  Board plan 's  c r i t e r i a  f o r  an o f f s e t  policy.  However, 
the  m i t i g a t i o n  f e e s  may not  be adequate t o  fund t h e  l o c a l  shares 
of remedial p ro jec t  c o s t s ,  and 
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9. No o the r  l o c a l  o r  regional  government has developed on o f f s e t  
policy. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's mi t iga t ion  f e e  program is  
approved a s  the  o f f s e t  pol icy  f o r  new development on high 
c a p a b i l i t y  land i n ' t h e  Lake Tiahoe Basin Water Qual i ty  Plan, 
f o r  the  1982 bui ld ing season. 

2. The Regional Board w i l l  review the  ongoing implementation of 
the  TRPA o f f s e t  program. . 

3. 'The ~ e g i o n a l  Board rese rves  tlre r i g h t  t o  adopt and implement 
i t s  own o f f s e t  pol icy  a t  a l a t e r  d a t e  i f  t h e  TRPA mi t iga t ion  
f e e  program proves inadequate t o  meet t h e  requirements of t h e  
Lake Tahoe Basin Water Qual i ty  Plan. 

I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Of f i ce r ,  do hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  t h e  foregoing i s  a 
f u l l ,  t r u e  and c o r r e c t  copy of  a Resolution adopted by the  C a l i f o r n i a  Regional Water 
Qual i ty  Control Board, Lahontan Region, on March 11, 1982. 

ROY ?F6 C. HAMPSON 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY COhTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REGION 

RESOLUTION 82-6 

I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  Water Quali ty Control Plan f o r  t h e  
North Lahontan Basin Regarding Eagle Lake High Water Line 

WHEREAS, t h e  Ca l i fo rn ia  Regional Water Quali ty Control Board, Lahontan Region, f inds :  

1.- The Regional Board i s  committed t o  t h e  p ro tec t ion  of t h e  water q u a l i t y  of 
Eagle Lake and i t s  t r i b u t a r y  su r face  and groundwaters. and 

. The Regional Board has designated i n  the  Water Quali ty Control Plan f o r  
the  North Lahontan Basin t h a t  t h e  present  and p o t e n t i a l  b e n e f i c i a l  uses  
of t h e  Eagle Lake .Hydrologic Subunit a r e :  municipal and domestic supply, 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  supply, groundwater recharge, water-contact r ec rea t ion ,  
non-water-contact r ec rea t ion ,  cold freshwater  h a b i t a t ,  w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t ,  
and p rese rva t ion  of r a r e  and endangered spec ies ,  and 

3 .  The Regional Board f i n d s  t h a t  t h e  maintenance of t h e  water  q u a l i t y  of 
Eagle Lake i s  dependent upon the  naintenance of high q u a l i t y  su r face  and 
groundwater inflows,  and 

4. The Water Quali ty Control Plan f o r  t h e  North Lahontan Basin r equ i res  a 
minimum separa t ion  of 200 f e e t  f ron  a l ake  o r  r e s e r v o i r  a s  measured by t h e  
high water l i n e ,  and 

5 .  The Water Quali ty Control Plan f o r  t h e  North Lahontan Basin does not  def ine  
a high water l i n e  f o r  Eagle Lake, and 

6. The Regional Board s t a f f  has prepared an extens ive  s t a f f  r epor t  e n t i t l e d ,  
" In te rp re ta t ion  of t h e  North Lahontan Basin Plan Regarding Eagle Lake 
High Water Line'' t h a t  addresses a l l  of t h e  following: s u b s t a n t i a l  evidence 

. t h a t  the  d ischarge  of waste from c e r t a i n  o n s i t e  waste d i s p o s a l  systems w i l l  A 

tmpair present  o r  f u t u r e  b e n e f i c i a l  uses of water,  cause  po l lu t ion ,  nuisance, 
contamination, and unreasonably degrade t h e  q u a l i t y  of water  of t h e  Eagle 
Lake Basin: cons idera t ion  of poss ib le  adverse impacts i f  such d ischarge  is. 
permit ted;  f a i l u r e  r a t e s  of any e x i s t i n g  ind iv idua l  d i s p o s a l  systems; 
evidence of ex i s t ing ,  p r i o r ,  o r  p o t e n t i a l  contamination: e x i s t i n g  and planned 
land use;  dwelling dens i ty ;  h i s t o r i c  populat ion growth; cons idera t ion  of 
p a s t ,  p resen t ,  and probable b e n e f i c i a l  uses  of t h e  water:  environmental 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  hydrographic u n i t ;  water  q u a l i t y  cons idera t ions  t h a t  
could b e  reasonably achieved through t h e  coordinated c o n t r o l  of a l l  f a c t o r s  
which a f f e c t  water q u a l i t y  i n  t h e  a r e a ;  economic considera t ions ;  and the  
need f o r  developing housing i n  t h e  region,  and 

7 .  T h r  Regional B.oard s t a f f  has evaluated t h e  approximate 100 year high.water  
l i n e  f o r  Eagle Lake and determined i t  t o  be  5117.5 f e e t ,  and 
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8. The Water Quality Control Plan f o r  t he  North Lahontan Basin requires a 
minimum depth of s o i l  of f i v e  f e e t  from the  bottom of a disposal  p i t  t o  
groundwater, and 

1 

9 .  The groundwater depth near Eagle Lake f luc tua tes  with l ake  lelvel and the 
groundwater gradient is approx:Lmately +4.5 feet/1000 f e e t  of horizontal  
d i s tance  from the lake, and 

10. The Regional Board s t a f f  has determined tha t ' d i sposa l  of waste t o  ons i t e  
subsurface disposal  systems located on lands bel9w a sur face  elevation of 
5130 f e e t  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  viola1:ions of the  Water Quality Control Plan f o r  
the  North Lahontan Basin when the  elevation of Eagle Lake reaches 5117.5 f ee t ,  
and 

11. The discharge of waste from subsurface disposal  systems in s t a l l ed  a t  ele- 
vat ions  such tha t  they would eiasily be flooded would r e s u l t  Ln a d i r e c t  
discharge of human pathenogenic bac te r ia  and v i ru se s  and a po ten t ia l ly  
s ign i f i can t  increase i n  nu t r i en t  loading t o  t he  lake,  and 

12. Such discharges would r e s u l t  ia v io la t ion  of t h e  following water qua l i ty  
object ives  of t h e  Water Quality Control Plan f o r  t h e  h'orth Lahontan Basin; 

. Surface wastes shall not contain concentrations of colifoxm organisms 
a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  human waste 

, . 
For groundwaters used f o r  domestic o r  m&icipal supply the  rned'ian 
concentration of colifonn,organisms over any seven-day period s h a l l  
be l e s s  than 2.2/100ml 

and w i l l  impair present o r  fu tu re  benef ic ia l  uses of t he  Eagle Lake 
Hydrologic Subunit, w i l l  cause pol lut ion,  nuisance, o r  contamination, o r  
unreasonably degrade t he  qua l i ty  of t h e  waters of t h e  Eagle Lake Hydro- 
log ic  Subunit. 

THEREFORE BE I T  RESOLVED, t h a t  t . - 

I. For purposes of protect ing water qua l i ty  and implementing the  Water Quality 
Control Plan f o r  t he  North Lahqntan Basin, the  Regional Board defines the 
high water l i n e  of Eagle Lake t o  be 5117.5 f ee t  given the  present s t a t u s  of 
t he  Bly Tunnel and its sea l ,  and 

2 .  No discharge of waste from any subsurface disposal  system located on any 
l o t  o r  portion of a l o t  i n  t he  Eagle Lake Basin with a sur face  elevation 
less than 5130 f e e t  o r  t h a t  is indicated as below t h e  5130 foot elevation 
on Figures 3 through 6 and 8 through 14 of t h e  March, 1982 s t a f f  repor t ,  
" Interpreta t ion of t he  North Liihontan Basin Plan Regarding Eagle Lake High 
Water Line", s h a l l  be permitted which did not discharge p r io r  t o  
May 13, 1982. 
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RESOLUTION 82-6 

An exemption t o  t h i s  p roh ib i t ion  may b e  granted by t h e  Executive Of f i ce r  
a f t e r  presenta t ion  by t h e  proposed discharger t o  t h e  Regional Board and the  
County San i t a r i an  of geologic and hydrologic evidence t h a t  subsurface 
d i s p o s a l  w i l l  no t ,  i nd iv idua l ly  or c o l l e c t i v e l y  r e s u l t  i n  po l lu t ion  o r  , 

nuisance. This evidence s h a l l  include submission of d a t a  on su r face  
e l eva t ion ,  l a k e  e leva t ion ,  and groundwater e l eva t ion  a t  the  time of l a k e  
e l e v a t i o n  measurement, f o r  t h e  por t ion  of t h e  l o t  t o  be used f o r  sub- 
s u r f a c e  d i sposa l  p1us:any add i t iona l  evidence t h a t  t h e  Regional Board's 
Executive Of f i ce r  i n d i c a t e s  a s  necessary i n  determining t h a t  t h e  subsurface 
d i sposa l  system w i l l  n o t  ind iv idua l ly  o r  col lec t ive l -y  r e s u l t  i n  p o l l u t i o n  
o r  nuisance. 

I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Of f i ce r ,  do hereby c e r t i f y  t h a t  t h e  foregoing is  a 
f u l l ,  t r u e  and c o r r e c t  copy of a  Resolut ion adopted by t h e  Ca l i fo rn ia  Regional Natez 
Quali ty Control Board, Lahontan Region, on May 13,  1982. 

.. -'7 / 

EXE~~UTIVE OFFICER 
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY COXTROL BOARD 
LAHONTAN REGION 

RESOLUTION 82-7 

Regarding Regional Board Policy on Geothermal 
Development in the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit 

WHEREAS, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan 
Region, finds: 

1. The Regional Board is committed to the protection of the water 
quality in Eagle Lake and its tributary surface and groundwaters. 

2. The Regional Board recognizes that the maintenance of the water 
quality of Eagle Lake is dependent upon the maintenance of its high 
quality surface and groundwater inputs. 

3. The Regional Board is supportive of Geothermal Resource development 
throughout the Lahontan Region where it can be shotm that such' 
development can take place without risk of significant water q;ality 
degradation. L 

4. Adequate mitigation measures for the protection of water quality 
are not contained in either draft or final environmental assessments 
or in subsequent special stipu:lations proposed by the U.S. Forest 
Service in consideration of granting leases for geothermal resource 
explorations in the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit. 

, 5. Geothermal development within the Eagle Lake Basin poses the risk of 
highly significant adverse water quality impacts within the Eagle 
Lake Hydrologic Unit. 

6 .  The Regional Board is in the process of evaluating existing and 
potential water quality conditions within the Eagle Lake Basin and 
will be proposing amendments to the Eagle Lake Hydrologic Unit portions' 
of the North Lahontan Basin Water Quality Plan for consideration 
by the Regional Board by early 1983. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: 

1. It is the policy of the Regional Board to oppose any further consideration 
of geothermal exploration or development in the Eagle Lake Basin until 
such time as it can be shown that such activities can be conducted 
without any risk or significant water quality degradation. 
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2. This policy be reviewed by the Regional Board at such time that 
revisions are considered for the Water Quality Control Plan for the 
Eagle Lake Basin or at such time that information is submitted to the 
Regional Board that proposed Geothermal drilling activities within the 
Eagle Lake Basin will not pose a risk of significant water quality 
degradation. 

I, Roy C. Hampson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a 
full, true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the California Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan. Region, on May 13, 1982. 
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