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Meeting Goal

Glyednput on ways of packaglngL poIIutan‘c ——
contror 0ppﬁrtun|t|es to meeLthe S —
~challenge “ B Eﬂ_‘;

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Meeting Objectives: morning
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1) Hear and consider base recemmendationssw.,
for Stréam,forest, atmospherlc and urban ==

pollutant reduCtioR=="= R
—

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Meeting Objectives: mid-day
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1) View.sampie-scenarios; which |IJ:tLS‘trate T —
to package pollutant controi\%p‘oﬂumtles o —

e S ——,\

meet the clarlty challenge —~— —

- e

rx.-\ "—éiv_ ——

2) Discuss and give input On-basewwm .. =~
recommendations for stream«& fm*é”f e

pollutant reduetion —,

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Meeting Objectives: afternoon

-

1) DisCuss ways.of packaglng poTutant control®
opportunities to meet thecIaHJey cﬁ‘aHenge —
Smalkgroup.and full forum d|scu35|on WI||
providethe: TMDL team- with=your inpt
about: e
_* Individual pollutant controtepportunities

" 'Strengths and weaknesses-of the sample-SCenarios ..

 The social, technical and financial range of feasibility
for reaching the clarity challenge

o Your. mtgfﬁate\ ackage” suggestions

t_——' S —
—

.._—._.__

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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The Clarity Challenge
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Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Project

Four-Source-category-Groups i = .
Stream Channel Erosion, Forest Uplan@sa. . ~
Atmospheric Deposition, Urban Uplands ‘_;h“‘_ e — T,

Basin-wideoad reduction estimates ==

_ E - 1 - 7 - " \\:

Different “Tiers” of implementation effort =

“"'See Handout ___,ﬁ- -
—

What are the options for reducing pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?



Pollutant Reduction Opportunity Project

Load*reductions.foreaeh sourCE™byatier
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Cost for each tier of implementallon e
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20-yeareapitaleost | =
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_Annual operations and maintenance COStw ..
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"Handout summarizes project results o=

_———

Tiers are the scenario building bloecks S—

What are the options for reducing pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?



lllustrative Pollutant Reduction Scenarios
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lllustrative Scenarios ifclude some.level of == =
implementation acrass all seﬁgce—categorles

- P~

\-_ e s S —

- -

Scenarios TNGStrate that-there-are vaLLc;;ui-LNays

tesachieve the-clarity challenge ——

—

-

IIIustratlve scenarios are to |n|t|ate‘d’Iscu55|on
NOT proposed outcomes —

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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lllustrative Scenario Components

Approach descriptiomn o .

Percent fine sediment reductioniy SOUTCesmm

e

Costs — B

— 20-year capital
— Annual operations and MAIAENANCE e i

Resulting-elarity

e —

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Example lllustrative Scenario Description

-

Emphasis of this example illustrative scenario..
Continu'atio‘ﬁ—“of*Curre‘nt;B.esi PractiCes e

‘.'ﬁ: —_—
— D

— ‘

“This-seenario represents continued |mplementaf‘on'6f“
current best pTacttces emphasizingbroad s
implementation of pollutant controls for recuCg
atmospheric fine sediment and.treating urban runoff o

-

Thisrapproach will not achieve:the Clarity Chalienges =

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Example lllustrative Scenario Description

o Atmospheric fine'Sediment and bﬁosphorus reductions
focus from70%-of Foadways & reduced—use@f : =
woodburning stoves e ——

s~.lUrban & Groundwater extendlng tﬁF“Fe:r&Ebestractlces
over /0% of urban area, achieving paral T
implemesntation-of private property BMPs

« Forest treating 80% of unpaved-roads;ski.tuns
—=campgrounds and other disturbed forested areasiuei '~ Wy
current best practices & standard BMPs fuels treatment s
projects -

“o"streams combine stream channel rehabilifaien and =
restoration on 80% of the potential project'areas o each
of the.Upper Truckee:River, Ward Creek and Blactkweod
SO -

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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Share of Fine Sediment
Budget Reduced

45%
40%
35%
30%
Atmospheric 25%

Urban

0,
Forest 20%

Stream
15%

10%
5%

0%

-

Ty

Capital Costs
20 year (Million $)

R ———

$2,500

$2,000

$1,500

$1,000

$500

$0

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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$20

$16

$12

$8

$4
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Annual O&M
Costs (Million $)

Example lllustrative Scenario — Data Output

95.0

90.0

85.0

80.0

75.0
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Feet of Clarity
(£0.5)
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Ways of packaging to meet the Clarity Challenge

-

BiSCUSER. S

—— '“‘L.__._’n-_ -
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e, New / different package approabhesi\,co_u,suggest

W e )

e Yourthoughts.aboutthe sample scenarios — what —
are their sti’errgths weaknesses Benefits, tradeofts
‘:3:-___’3:—» ‘
« Yoursense-of the'social, technical and financial ==

range of feasibility for reaching the clarlty_pbhallenge 3

—
N —

———

e Your input about individual"pollutant ceferol ——
opportunities — especially for atmospheric amesugkban
sources.

What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to Lake Tahoe?
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