The following changes apply to Chapter 5 of the Basin Plan. Deletions to language are
shown in strike-out and additions are in underline. Font sizes are as they appear in the
Basin Plan available at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/water_issues/programs/basin_plan/reference
s.shtml. Instructions regarding edits, page number locations, and relocation placement
are shown in 12 point Times New Roman Font in bold type.

Chapter 5.1, pp. 5.1-7,5.1-8
Pesticid

Though applicable for fisheries management projects in the Lake Tahoe Basin, the
following language will be struck from Chapter 5, since this language is mentioned
previously in Chapter 3. Additionally, Chapter 5, p. 5.16-2, clearly states that projects
proposing to use rotenone for use in waters of the Tahoe Basin must comply with the
Exemption Criteria for Fisheries Management, which require compliance with
criteria described in Chapter 3 in the sections entitled (1) Water Quality Objectives
for Fisheries Management Using the Fish Toxicant Rotenone.”

Chapter 5, pp. 5.1-10
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The proposed amendment would insert the following language in Chapter 5.2, Lake
Tahoe Basin, '"Waste Discharge Prohibitions”’, immediately preceding ‘“Regionwide
Prohibitions™.

For regionwide prohibitions, where a decision is tasked to the Regional Board, the term “Regional
Board” includes the Executive Officer where the Regional Board delegates such authority.
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The proposed amendment would insert the following language in Section 5.2, Lake
Tahoe Basin, '"Waste Discharge Prohibitions, Regionwide Prohibitions”
immediately after Waste Discharge Prohibition 4:

5. The discharge of pesticides to surface or ground waters is prohibited.'

The following language should be included in a separate paragraph immediately
following the proposed prohibition no. 5 in Section 5.2. and immediately before
“Regionwide Exemption Criteria for Restoration Projects.”

Specific projects may be eligible for an exemption to this prohibition. Refer to Chapter 4.1 of the
Basin Plan to determine eligible circumstances and criteria that must be satisfied for
consideration of an exemption.

Chapter 5, p. 5.16-2

Pesticides

Although there is no agricultural use of pesticides in the Lake Tahoe Basin, potential water quality
problems from pesticide use in landscaping, turf management, silviculture,”and wood preservatives
are of concern. High levels of tributyltin (TBT), an antifouling compound formerly used in boat paint,
have been measured in and near a marina in Lake Tahoe. Rotenone has been used for fisheries
management in some waters of the Tahoe Basin.

Reg|onal Board s reglonW|de prohlbltlon for pest|0|des and control measures for pesticides,

discussed in Chapter 4 of this Basin Plan, are applicable in the Lake Tahoe Basin. Exemptions to
this regionwide prohibition may be granted as described in Chapter 4.1 provided the application of
aquatic pesticides is proposed for the circumstances described under the section entitled
“Circumstances Eligible for Prohibition Exemption” and according to the criteria under the section
entitled “Exemption Criteria for Aquatic Pesticide Use.” As described in Chapter 4.1, projects
proposing to use rotenone for use in waters of the Tahoe Basin must comply with the “Exemption
Criteria for Fisheries Management,” which require compliance with criteria described in Chapter 3 in
the section entitled (1) Water Quality Objectives for Fisheries Management Using the Fish Toxicant
Rotenone.”

The 208 Plan (TRPA 1988, Vol. I, page 102) notes that because of its harsh climate, short growing
season, and high elevation, the Lake Tahoe Basin has fewer insect and fungal pests than many
other areas in California and Nevada; however, there is some pesticide use for silviculture and turf
management. The 208 Plan recognizes that controls are needed on the use of pesticides to ensure
that detectable levels of toxic substances do not migrate into the surface or ground waters of the

! Compliance with this prohibition will be assessed or measured by evidence of pesticide application to liquid water or by
analyzing water samples (from either surface or ground waters) for the presence of pesticides. Therefore, proper
application of terrestrial pesticides directly to plants or animals located in a surface water (as defined by the Water Code)
under dry conditions or directly to land adjacent to surface water should not (1) result in a violation of the prohibition, (2)
require the project proponent submit an exemption request to the Regional Board, nor (3) require the Regional Board to
consider exemptions to the prohibition.

Dry cond|t|on examQIe The aggllcatlon of terrestrlal pesticides to the dry stream beds of themeraI streams would no

water is present in the ephemeral stream).

Adjacent to surface water examQIe The aggllcatlon of terrestrlal Qest|C|des along a canal to k||| weeds and heIQ maintain

liquid water.
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region, but also recognizes the possibility of limited exceptions for the use of rotenone in fisheries
management.

The 208 Plan states (Vol. |, page 154) that the use of insecticides, fungicides, and herbicides shall
be consistent with the BMP Handbook (TRPA 1988, Vol. IlI), and that TRPA shall discourage
pesticide use for pest management. Prior to applying any pesticide, potential users shall consider
integrated pest management (IPM) practices, including alternatives to chemical applications,
management of forest resources in a manner less conducive to pests, and reduced reliance on
potentially hazardous chemicals.

The 208 Plan provides that only chemicals registered with the USEPA and the state agency of
appropriate jurisdiction shall be used for pest control, and then only for their registered application.
No detectable concentration of any pesticide shall be allowed to enter any SEZ unless TRPA finds
that the application is necessary to attain or maintain its “environmental threshold carrying capacity”
standards. Pesticide storage and use must be consistent with California and Nevada water quality
standards and TRPA thresholds.

The 208 Plan recognizes that antifouling substances painted on the hulls-of boats, such as TBT,
may contribute to water quality problems. California legislation in 1988 prohibited the use of TBT
paints except on aluminum vessel hulls and vessels 25 meters or more in‘length. Vessels painted
with TBT before January 1, 1988 may still be used, but may not be repainted with TBT so long as
they comply with other applicable requirements. The USEPA has also banned the use of TBT on
non-aluminum hulls of vessels less than 82 feet in length and-has limited the release rate of TBT
from other hulls to 0.4 ug/cm /day [The prohibition against discharges of pesticides to surface
waters “nro—detectable—pesticides” water—quality—objective in-this Basin Plan is probably more
stringent than this effluent limitation.] Controls on antifouling coatings and boat and marina
maintenance practices are necessary to protect Lake Tahoe from the addition of toxic substances
from this source. The 208 Plan (Vol. |, page' 158) provides that antifouling coatings shall be
regulated in accordance with California and-federal laws, by the Lahontan Regional Board and
TRPA. The BMP Handbook incorporates.the California and federal restrictions on use of paints
containing TBT, and applies those restrictions to all portions of the Tahoe Region.
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