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Comment Response 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PC-1: This was a numbering error; the text has been corrected in the 
proposed Basin Plan amendment (BPA). 
 
PC-2: This language has been removed from the discussion of 
stormwater treatment requirements and relocated under the heading of 
“Sustainable Development Practices.” Given the effectiveness of 
infiltration practices at reducing stormwater volumes and associated 
pollutant loads, infiltration remains the preferred method for urban 
stormwater treatment. Reference to treatment to “the maximum extent 
practicable” has been eliminated from the proposed Basin Plan 
Amendment. 
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Comment Response 

 

PC-3: The stormwater treatment requirements have been re-organized 
to identify which requirements apply to various entities. 
 
PC-4: Municipalities and state highway departments must reduce loads 
as required by the Lake Tahoe TMDL. These agencies need flexibility to 
evaluate loading and load reduction on a larger scale than most private 
property owners. As such, the requirements for private property owners 
are simple (20 year, 1-hour storm volume) while requirements for 
municipalities and highway departments have greater nuance. As 
mentioned above, the proposed language has been changed to more 
clearly describe these requirements. Municipalities may chose to impose 
stricter stormwater treatment requirements on private development to 
assist in achieving required pollutant load reductions for their jurisdiction. 
 
PC-5: The referenced language is guidance, not a requirement. If site 
conditions permit, larger infiltration systems are encouraged. Again, local 
government may chose to require greater stormwater retention. The 
proposed Basin Plan amendment does not require infiltration of volumes 
in excess of the 20 year, 1-hour design storm. 
 
PC-6: See Response PC-3, with this: Municipalities are responsible for 
runoff from private property within their jurisdiction. Consequently, the 
proposed Basin Plan language provides the municipalities flexibility to 
consider shared stormwater treatment solutions where appropriate. As 
described above, municipalities may chose to impose more stringent 
private property BMP requirements to help achieve the municipality’s 
load reduction requirements. 
 
 
PC-7: See Response PC-6. 
 
 
PC-8, 9, 10, and 11: The values in the allocation tables are correct and 
the noted paragraph texts have been corrected. 
 
PC-12: The complexity and cost of evaluating basin-wide pollutant loads 
and assessing the Lake’s assimilative capacity make such “periodic re-
calibration” efforts difficult. In the near-term, research and monitoring 
efforts are expected to focus on refining and validating TMDL 
implementation tools such as the Pollutant Load Reduction Model and 
Rapid Assessment Methodologies. However, the adaptive management 
process may provide for opportunities to perform the suggested re-
calibration in the future. 
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Comment Response 

 

PC-13: The Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report and the Integrated 
Water Quality Management Strategy Report describe the analysis 
conducted regarding load reduction feasibility. These reports 
demonstrate that the proposed load reductions are realistic and feasible. 
 
PC-14: The Lake Tahoe TMDL implementation plan and associated load 
allocations were developed by a collaborative stakeholder process that is 
documented in the Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report and the 
Integrated Water Quality Management Strategy Report. The allocations 
were largely based on the potential for load reductions within a source 
rather than solely based on the amount of load being generated by that 
source. 
Because fine sediment particles are the primary driver of Lake Tahoe’s 
deep water transparency, the implementation plan focuses on measures 
to reduce fine sediment particles. The total nitrogen and total phosphorus 
reductions reflect the relative effectiveness of various measures to 
reduce fine sediment particles and associated nutrients. Urban upland 
management actions to meet needed fine sediment particle load 
reductions will accomplish the described total nitrogen reductions. 
 
PC-15: As a California state agency, the Water Board can only establish 
policy for the California side of the Lake Tahoe basin. In California, there 
are only two counties within the Lake Tahoe watershed.  
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Comment Response 

 

 
 
 
 
PC-16: The statement is not subjective and is supported by a detailed 
analysis of load reduction opportunities described in the Pollutant 
Reduction Opportunity Report.  
 
The pollutant source analysis contained in the Lake Tahoe TMDL Final 
Report and in the Lake Tahoe TMDL Technical Report describes the 
relative loading from the major pollutant sources. The analysis indicates 
the vast majority of the fine sediment particle load (more than 70%) 
reaching Lake Tahoe comes from the developed urban landscape. 
 
The Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report and the Integrated Water 
Quality Management Strategy Report describe the development of the 
proposed implementation plan. Actions to reduce loads from the 
undeveloped uplands, stream channel erosion, and atmospheric 
deposition are consistent with existing programs and policies. Agencies 
responsible for forest management, stream channel restoration, and air 
quality have established programs that are consistent with needed 
implementation actions.  
 
The Integrated Water Quality Management Strategy Report describes 
the analysis of whether it is possible to achieve needed load reductions 
through aggressive implementation of “current practices”.  Please refer to 
the report for details.  
 
PC-17: See response to PC-16, with this addition: Urban stormwater 
dischargers in the Lake Tahoe basin are all expected to meet needed 
load reduction requirements. All dischargers will be held accountable for 
load reductions through enforceable permits, waste discharge 
requirements, or other regulatory tools (see PC-19). 
 
 
PC-18: The load reduction burden and associated accounting and 
tracking needs are proportionate to the relative magnitude of the 
pollutant source. However, the Water Board will require the larger 
forested land owners to annual report on load reduction efforts. See 
response to PC-17 and PC-19 regarding enforceable load reduction 
requirements. 
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Comment Response 

 

 
 
 
PC-19: Proposed language has changed “may” to “will”. Since most 
Water Board files and reports are public documents, interested members 
of the public or other agencies will have the opportunity to review load 
reduction activity reports from various implementation agencies. Also, 
the Water Board plans to post annual load reduction reports on its TMDL 
implementation web page. 
 
PC-20: This sentence has been removed from the proposed Basin Plan 
amendment. Page 36 of the Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Report 
describes paved and unpaved roadways, as well as other disturbed 
surfaces as the primary source of dust in the atmosphere. Municipalities 
will not be required to evaluate and report atmospheric load reduction 
measures as part of its municipal NPDES stormwater permit 
requirements. 
 
PC-21: The Lake Tahoe TMDL Report fully describes the implementation 
plan to address atmospheric deposition of fine sediment particles.  
Measures taken to control pollutants in upland runoff are expected to 
have the ancillary benefit of reducing sources of dust. These actions may 
be either required or voluntary, depending on whether a regulatory action 
has occurred. See PC-45 for additional information regarding the relative 
magnitude of differing atmospheric dust sources. 
 
PC-22: The tools to estimate the benefit of the Regional Transportation 
Plan and other atmospheric pollutant control measures have not been 
developed. If available research and monitoring information becomes 
available to support detailed atmospheric pollutant load reductions, the 
Water Board will include that information in the Lake Tahoe TMDL 
Accounting and Tracking database. 
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Comment Response 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PC-23: The Regional Storm Water Monitoring Program is the appropriate 
framework for monitoring urban stormwater. 
 
PC-24: As with Atmospheric Deposition, the available research and 
monitoring information does not currently support a robust assessment of 
the water quality benefits associated with stream restoration efforts. 
When the science advances to a point where such benefits can be 
effectively estimated, the Water Board will consider measures to track 
and credit these load reductions. If it can be shown that stream 
restoration efforts are effectively reducing average annual loads from the 
urban upland source, than such projects will be eligible for Lake Clarity 
Credits. 
 
PC-25: The Lake Clarity Crediting Program protocols offer ”credit” for 
any action that can reduce fine sediment particle loading from urban 
stormwater discharges. Changes in traction abrasive application and 
recovery practices are explicitly addressed through the draft Road Rapid 
Assessment Methodology. 
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Comment Response 

 

 
PC-26: This text has been edited to replace “Storm Water Management 
Plan“with “Pollutant Load Reduction Plan.” The intent is for municipal 
jurisdictions and state highway departments to conduct a planning-scale 
analysis to describe, in general, how required load reduction targets will 
be met. The Water Board’s requirement to submit such a plan is 
consistent with the intent of the California Water Code and the Clean 
Water Act. 
 
PC-27: See Response PC-26, with this addition: The intent is to begin 
the planning process to evaluate options for meeting the TMDL load 
reduction requirements. Also, the submittal of a revised Storm Water 
Management Plan is a common part of a municipal NPDES permit 
renewal application. 
 
PC-28: The Lake Tahoe TMDL established annual average load 
reduction targets. Project and jurisdiction scale baseline and load 
reduction estimates, consequently, need to provide consistent annual 
average load results to allow the Water Board to assess compliance with 
load reduction requirements. 
 
Continuous simulation tools provide the ability to address the variability 
in runoff patterns with season, wet and dry years, differences in storm 
patterns, and other hydrologic variables. The Pollutant Load Reduction 
Model was developed with the input of stormwater managers to provide 
a continuous simulation tool to evaluate pollutant load and load reduction 
opportunities in the Lake Tahoe basin. Placer County has already used 
this tool to conduct jurisdiction-scale baseline load analysis, and we 
anticipate others will similarly use this tool or an equivalent method. The 
proposed Basin Plan amendment has been changed to state that the 
Water Board may accept alternative load estimation tools provided such 
tools “demonstrably produce similar results” to the Pollutant Load 
Reduction Model or other continuous hydraulic simulation methods. 
 



���"���-���.����� ����-�������������%��-%����

��+��1�

�

�

-",	� ���� 	�������� ��� �! ��� �

������
�� ��
�� ��(���� ���� ��(������� )"�3	� ���( �/� � �.�� *����� � ����� �����-�

��:#����� 
���� "��%������� ��� �#�%��� ��� �.�� ��+������ ����-� �� ����%� � ����� � ���+�%���� ����� 6�� � �7�

A-�� �����+�.�5 �1B$�������-���-# �������:#���%�����5 �������%��D6�%".������--�-7/�� .�����.���� � ��-�� ������

� �������������%"��%����-��$��.��"��%��������.��"���� ���������#��� �%"���� ��5 ��.��.���� �/���*��.���� � ��

%#����� �#-���# .����#��� ��������-����������  �"����������.����+����������->�5 �#�-��.���������� ����-���-�

���#�*#�-�-�%��-���?�

�.�� � .�-#��� ��:#����� �.��� A*#�#��� "����� 6�� � ��7� %#��� ��� �#�%����-� ��� ����� �.��� ��9� %���.�� "����� ���

�9"�������� �*� �.�� �""�� ����� %#�� �"��� 
���� ����%5 ����� "��%��/D6�%".����� �--�-7/� �.�#�-�F�� �.�� "��%���

"�� �-���.���� � �?���F���.��"��%�����:#���%�����.�3��������2��5 �������-������"��"�������� � �?��.��������

��.������%������*��.���� � ������-����.���� ��� ��3�������.������-������� ����-���-/��

-",	&��� ����	������������! ����

������
����
����(����������(�����"���.����� �����-�� #����� �� #��������*�

��������� ���-� ����%���� #���+� ��  �����#�#�� .$-����+� � ��%#������� "�� ���/� � ��%�� C#���-� ������ .�3�� �����-$�

��3����-������-�-�3���"�-�������%����"��+��%���.����.�#�-������ �+��!�-�*���#��������� 2��+����-�����%����/�

��� ��� ��#��$� �� �+��!��� �.�� -������ *���  �������� $� ���%��������+� ��-� ��"�����+� �����B5 �-��� �#�� ��� ���+� ���

C#���-� ������ ���� �����*� ���$�"��3���.����%��.�-���������������  #�������-� �%"�����������.�����������-�%�-����

���� ���.�������.�#�-�����  �"��-/�

-",	&� ���� 	�������� ��� �! ��� �

������
�� ��
�� ��(���� ���� ��(������� 3"&�� &	5����� 6"�",�"6*�� ������@� A�.��

��+������ ����-� 5 ���� ���#���$� ��� 2� � ������ ��2��K D/� � ��� 2��+� ��-� ��"�����+� 5 ���� ��� ��:#���-� �*� �.�� 
����

"��%������>�.�5 �5 ����� �������$���.���������"����-���-���� 2�-?�

����
�(�� ! ��������
�� A��&�� &	5����� 6"�",�"6*�� ��+���� 5 ��.@� A� ��.� �""��"������ *#�-��+K D/� � .��� ���� �.��

"�����*����� #���+��.���*#�-��+?�� .�����������9"� ��-�������+�����?�;�5 �5 �����-�"��3��%���+�%��������""���-�

����.���� ���%"��%����������*��.���*#�-��+���������3�������?�

����
�(�� ! ��������
�� &	5��%� &	5����� 6"�",�"6*�� A��&�� &	��	�5	� ������DK �.�� ��+������ ����-�5 ���� ���#���$�

������� ����3���� ������ .� ��-�%��������+� *��-��+�� ��-�%�$� �-C#��� ���#��� ���-� ��-# ����� ���+���� ��-J��� �.��

�� ���%"��%����������""��� .�������-�-/D6�%".������--�-7/���*��-C#��%���������%�-��%����*��:#����$��.���

�.��1B$����
����"��%�������5 ��� $ ����.�5 �5 �����.����%"� ���.����"��%������-����� ����-��� � ��?�������%�

�-C#��%�����5 �#�-����3��$�-�**� #�������%"��%���������.���� �#�-�.�3���#����������"��+��%%��� ��*�� ������-�

"�� �� ����%"�� �����������.��"��%������F�5 �����:#����$�"��+��%��**����/�

! ���
������%�����A��&��&	��	�5	����-� ������.����.��A%��������+�"���� �%"������D�5 �������*#��$�-�3���"�-���-�

�%"��%����-�5 ��.����.����$������*�	������""��3����*��.���� �/�����.������$���������-�*���-���.���%"� ������.��


����"��%����������#�2��5 �/������.����+����������-����� �"������ �#-��+���%��������+���:#���%��������.��

����5 ����*� �.�� 
���� "��%���� ��9�� $���?� � � ���� "��%������%��������+� ��:#���%����� �� �#-�� �%���� �.��� �.��

�� ����� 2��+���-���"�����+��.�������"�����*��.����2��������$����-����+����+��%?���*�%��������+���:#���%�����

����  #������$� #�-�*���-�� �.��� �.�� *#��� �%"� �� �*� �.�� �� �� �%"��%��������� ��� #�2��5 �/� �.�#�-� �.��� ���� ���

 ����-���-�����-�"���+���-��%"��%�����+����� ��"��+��%?�



Comment Response 

 

 
 
PC-29: Because of the relative magnitude of the urban pollutant source 
and the relative size of the load reduction opportunity, the Water Board 
has focused on load and load reduction accounting and tracking tools for 
the urban pollutant source category. If/when similar tools are developed 
to better track other pollutant sources, the Lake Tahoe TMDL Accounting 
and Tracking Tool can accommodate the relevant data. Text has been 
added to the proposed BPA in the TMDL Monitoring Plan section 
describing the specific requirements in each of the four source 
categories. 
 
 
 
 
PC-30: Future funding will likely be awarded based on demonstrated 
need. The Lake Tahoe TMDL will help establish and define the need for 
ongoing federal and state funding assistance. Local government and 
private funding will also be needed. The Water Board may consider 
amending the Lake Tahoe TMDL implementation schedule if financial 
constraint or other factors affect a jurisdiction’s ability to meet the 
proposed load reduction requirements.  
 
 
PC-31: The Basin Plan amendment highlights a commitment to adaptive 
management through the implementation of the TMDL. The process for 
making adjustments based on science or research findings will be done 
collaboratively, and will not impact municipal NPDES stormwater permits 
or associated SWMPs. Basin Plan amendments are typically 
implemented by the adoption or renewal of permits and/or waste 
discharge requirements. 
 
PC-32: The updated Municipal NPDES permit is expected to include two 
different types of monitoring. The first type of required monitoring will be 
condition assessment monitoring to confirm the condition of treatment 
BMPs and roadways is consistent with stated load reduction estimation 
assumptions. The second monitoring requirement will likely require each 
jurisdiction support the Regional Storm Water Monitoring Program either 
with in-kind monitoring or with financial support or a combination of both. 
The permit may also include a requirement for separate, equivalent 
monitoring. The level of specificity in this comment is not relevant to the 
Basin Plan amendment. This issue will be addressed during the coming 
year as part of the municipal NPDES permit update process. 
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Comment Response 

 

 
 
PC-33: The administrative and funding structure to support the Regional 
Storm Water Monitoring Program is currently in development. The Water 
Board supports all funding ideas that are consistent with statewide 
policy. 
 
 
PC-34: Municipalities on the California side of the Lake Tahoe basin are 
responsible for runoff from all private property within their jurisdiction. 
While TRPA’s private property BMP retrofit program may assist 
municipalities in addressing private property runoff issues, ultimately the 
onus is on the municipal permittees to address stormwater discharges 
within jurisdictional boundaries regardless of property ownership to meet 
its load reduction requirements. Local municipalities may consider 
establishing penalties for failure to implement and/or maintain BMPs on 
private properties to help meet load reduction requirements. 
 
PC-35: Municipal jurisdictions will have flexibility to target actions to 
achieve needed load reductions. The referenced language is not 
intended to specify any particular implementation approach, but rather to 
acknowledge roadways and associated slopes as a potential source and 
load reduction opportunity.  The word “must” has been replaced with 
“should” to clarify this intent. 
 
PC-36: Existing Basin Plan language includes a list of pollutant control 
measures, including controlling runoff from development and addressing 
other non-point source pollution sources. The amendment was included 
to remove the outdated “Capital Improvement Program” reference. 
 
PC-37: See Response PC-34, with this addition: The Water Board 
supports a coordinated approach to implementing private property 
BMPs. Regardless of other programmatic efforts, however, runoff from 
private properties is the primary responsibility of Municipal NPDES 
stormwater permittees. 
 
PC-38: As a California agency, the Water Board does not have the 
authority to regulate stormwater discharges on the Nevada side of the 
Lake Tahoe Basin. The proposed section 5.18 describes the Lake Tahoe 
TMDL implementation approach and acknowledges the contributions and 
needed implementation actions from pollutant sources other than urban 
stormwater.  The “burden” of TMDL implementation is not born by 
California Municipal NPDES permittees alone. 



���"���-���.����� ����-�������������% ��-% ����

��+��I�

�

��� ��� ���� ����������� ��� "�� �� �.�� ������� �#�-��� #"��� �.�� *�#�� ����*������ "��% ������>� ��� ��� ����������� ���

�""��������.������+��������:#�����$��������5 .�� ������#�������.�������"���� $�"�����% /�

-",	� �������������� 
��)%� ����� /"1,0�� 	
���  �
��� ����
� ��
� �������� ��
��� ����
� ���
�������������"� � �.��

"��"���-� ���+#�+�� ��-� ����� �.��� ���� ��5 �� �����*���� ��-� ���-5 �$� �#��**� �����% ���� "��C� ��� % #���  ����-���

��*��������������.��A% �9�% #% ��9�����"�� �� ����D�6� ��7/���� .��65 .� .��+�� $7�% �2����.��*�����-����% �����������

��� 5 .��.��� �.��� �#�C� ��3�� ����-��-� .��� ����� � .��3�-?� � � .��� -���� �.��� �����$� % ���?� � � ���� ��*���������� ���

��:#���-� ��$��-� �.�� '(� $����� )B.�#�� 3��#% ��� �*� �.�� ����� .��� �--�������� ��*����������  �"� ��$?� � � ���� �.���

��:#���% ��������% "���-��.��#+.�"��% ����""��3���?�

	
���  �
��� ����
� ��
� �������� ��
��� ������� ���
���� ����������� ���
� ���
������ ���-�@� � A���3���� "��"���$�

�5 ����� �.���� �.�� ���"���������$� *��� "��3���� "��"���$� �#��**� 5 ��.� �.�� �� ��� % #�� �"�������/D� � .��� -���� �.���

% ���?� �� .���������5 ������"#��� ���-�"��3�����������:#���-���� �% "�$�5 ��.�����B"���#�������5 ���5 .$������.����

�5 ��������+��-��#�����-�.�5 �-���.�$�A�.���D�����.���� �����#����?� ��.���.����% #�� �"���
����"��% �������

��-���������������.�����$���������� #������$�*� ��+���*�� ������"��% �����:#���% ��������% �����.���� �/����.���

�.��� �.��#+.� ��+#�����$� % ����� ��������.�-� 5 ��.��� �� .� "��% �����F�� C#���-� ������ .�5 � 5 ���� �.���� ��.��� ���-�

�5 �����"���� �"���?�

	
���  �
�������
� ��
��������� ��
���
��������
�������������"���.����� �����-�� #������.��
����"��% ������F�

"��-��+� ��+��� ����+������ ��� % ���� �.�� �� �� ���-� ��-# ������� ��-� *#��.��� ������� �.��� A�.���� �+�� ���� % #���

K % �9�% �!�� �3���+�� ���#��� ���-� ��-# �����K D/� � �� �� �+����� �.��� ������� �.�� :#������� �*� �:#��$>� ���� �.����

"��% �����������+�.��-����"��������*������3��+��.������������-�"�����% �����C#����.��"�������������#����������� .�

C#���-� �����������?��� .������#���.����.������/�/��"��3����"��"���$��5 ������*������% ���+�% �����+�� ������� /?��

� .�����������-�-�5 ��.��.��#����*��.���#�C� ��3��5 ��-�A% �9�% �!�D?� �� .��5 ����% �2���.���-����% �����������-�

.�5 �5 ������������*�� �-?�

	
���  �
�������
� ��
��������� ��
������
�����
�������������"����.���������% ����9��% �����+����5 ����"�+���'E�

��-�'1/� ��.����� �����-�� #����������% ������:#���% �����*�����5 ���-���B-�3���"% ����"��C� ��/� ��.�#+.���% ��

��9�����% �����+��������% �������$��.�����*�����������*��.��'(�$�����)B.�#������% �3��#% �������:#���-/��;�5 �3�����.��

����� ������ �� ������@� A� .����  ��-������� "��% ���� "��C� �� "��"������� �.�#�-�  ����-��� -���+���+� ��*����������

*� �������� ��� �  �% % �-���� �#��**� 3��#% ��� ��� �9 ���K D/6�% ".����� �--�-7/� � .$� 5 �#�-� �� "��C� �� "��"������

 ����-���-���+���$�.��+�% �����.���% �����+��.��% ���% #% ���:#���% ����?��� .����� ����3�J-���� ����3���9������

������"��"���-������� �#��+���--�������������% ������������2��$�.�+.����9"����?��;�5 �-�����.��������������.��� ���

����-��-�-�� #���-�����.��*�����"���+��".��*��.����� �����6���� �% % ��������3�7?�

-",	� ����	
���  �
��� ����
� ��
� �������� ��
��� ���
� ���
�������������"� � �.��� "��"���-� ���+#�+�� -�� #�����

�""�� �������*��#% ��� �-�� .��+����% ����5 .�����.��% ���% #% ���*������������:#���% ����� ���������% ��/��.�������

������ ������.��"���+��".����-�@�A���.������% �������$��""�$��������% 5 �����-�� .��+����.��� �����������*�������-�

��-� ���� ���� ����#���$� ��� ����% 5 ����� % ���+�% ���� *� �������� �.��� ���� "���� �*� �� % #�� �"����$F�� "���� ��� % ����

�3���+�����#���*������-�% ������-��#����������-���-# �������:#���% ����/D�6�% ".������--�-7/�������.���% �����*�

����������#���$�����# .�����% 5 �����% ���+�% ����*� ����������.�������--����������B����������% ���������:#���-?���.���

 �#�-���������"����-�����.���5 �$�����5 ���@��.����.�������$�������.����#�-�*���-�������% �������#������.���% #���

��� ����-���-/�



Comment Response 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
PC-39: The referenced language has been removed from the proposed 
amendment. At a minimum, new development and redevelopment 
projects will be required to infiltrate runoff generated by the 20 year, 1-
hour design storm. Placer County and other municipalities may chose to 
impose more stringent requirements as a means to meet load reduction 
requirements. 
 
PC-40: The referenced language has been changed in the updated 
proposed amendment. As mentioned in other responses, regardless of 
other agency requirements or programs, the Municipal NPDES program 
holds municipalities responsible for all runoff within jurisdictional 
boundaries, regardless of property ownership. 
 
PC-41: The referenced language has been changed in the proposed 
BPA. As described in the Lake Tahoe TMDL Report and the proposed 
BPA, municipalities will be responsible for reducing pollutant loads from 
urban stormwater runoff discharges within their jurisdictional boundaries 
in a manner consistent with the TMDL implementation plan and the load 
allocation schedule. 
 
 
 
PC-42: The referenced language is intended to encourage project 
proponents to take advantage of additional treatment opportunities when 
possible. It is not a requirement or a standard that must be met, but a 
reference to a desired action. Also, see Responses PC-34 through PC 
41 above. 
 
 
 
PC-43: The referenced language has been edited to clarify the intent. 
Should a private property owner choose to pursue a shared stormwater 
runoff solution, municipal jurisdictions will have the ability to impose a 
range of pre-treatment requirements or other measures. 
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PC-44: The referenced percentages have been corrected for consistency 
with the Lake Tahoe TMDL allocation tables. 
 
PC-45: According to the SCIC Draft Load Reduction Matrix Analysis 
Report for Atmospheric Deposition of Pollutants into Lake Tahoe 
(produced for the TMDL program and dated May 2, 2007), the major 
sources of fugitive dust are resuspended road dust from vehicles 
traveling on paved and unpaved roads and dust generated by 
construction and demolition activities. 
 
The estimates contained in that report for the annual fugitive dust 
emission inventory for the Basin are as follows: unpaved roads 47.6 
percent, paved roads 44.1 percent, building construction 5.3 percent, 
paved road construction 2.5 percent and other 0.5 percent. There was 
insufficient data to estimate background dust generation from forested 
land not associated with unpaved roads. 
 
As part of the emission inventory, the values above reflect what is 
entrained into the air, but does not account for transported load which is 
affected by location of the source and material lost through settling 
and/or capture. This was considered in the SCIC report. For example 
approximately 70 percent of the highway surface is located within a 
distance of 2 km from the lake. 60 percent of the local paved roads, 45 
percent of the secondary paved roads, 20 percent of the unpaved roads 
and 70 percent of the new building construction is located within 2 km of 
the lake. Given that the SCIC report calculates that the transportable 
fraction of fugitive dust decline by nearly 50 percent at a distance of 2 km 
from the lake, the actual contribution from paved roads is likely to be 
greater than from unpaved roads. 
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PC-46: The Tahoe Regional Planning Agency is currently working to 
update its Regional Plan. Because the specific details of the updated 
Regional Plan have not yet been developed, the Water Board is unable 
to reference them in the Basin Plan at this time. Furthermore, it is not 
within the Water Board’s authority to dictate or establish such incentives. 
 
 
 
PC-47: The implementation cost analysis is described in the Pollutant 
Reduction Opportunity Analysis Report and the Integrated Water Quality 
Management Strategy Report. The analyses contained in these two 
reports indicate the implementation timeframe is achievable. If pollutant 
load reductions are not achieved due to lack of funding, the Water Board 
has the discretion to amend the implementation schedule. 
 
 
 
 
 
PC-48: The TMDL implementation approach and the updated Municipal 
NPDES permits are intended to provide opportunities for efficient, 
effective stormwater management efforts. As referenced, the targets are 
achievable, but if required load reductions are not met Water Board has 
discretion to consider a variety of enforcement options in accordance 
with the California Water Code. It would be too speculative to address all 
the various factors and situations at this time. 
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PC-49: Please see Response PC-46, with the following addition: It is 
expected that TRPA will modify its requirements to support the TMDL 
implementation program. Water Board staff are working with TRPA staff 
to ensure regulatory and reporting consistency. For example, TRPA may 
be able to modify its reporting requirements to be consistent with 
anticipated municipal NPDES stormwater permit reporting requirements. 
 
Delaying TMDL adoption until the TRPA acts would only reverse the 
concern expressed in the comment.  Furthermore, the TRPA is required 
to adopt standards that are at least as stringent as state requirements 
which can only be established through this adopted (emphasis added) 
Basin Plan amendment. 
 
PC-50: Please see Response PC-32. 
 
PC-51: The Lake Clarity Crediting Program and the Pollutant Load 
Reduction Model both explicitly include private property BMP efforts as a 
load reduction opportunity. As long as the benefit can be tracked as a 
pollutant load reduction from the baseline condition, these actions are 
eligible for Lake Clarity Credits. 
 
PC-52: Because of the magnitude of the urban pollutant load source and 
the need to reduce urban stormwater loads to meet TMDL targets, the 
Lake Clarity Crediting Program only awards Credit to actions taken to 
reduce fine sediment particle loading from urban stormwater discharges. 
Other actions, while important for reducing loading from other sources, 
are not eligible for Lake Clarity Credits at this time. 
 
The Water Board is committed to assisting in developing methodologies 
to quantify pollutant load reductions from the actions listed. If it can be 
demonstrated that these actions reduce loading from the urban upland 
source (emphasis added), than these actions will be eligible for Lake 
Clarity Credits. 
 
PC-53: See Response PC-14, with this addition: Text has been added to 
the proposed BPA to reflect specific requirements for non-urban 
jurisdiction entities in the Implementation Plan section and in the 
Monitoring section. 
 




