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lllustrative Scenario A:

Retrofit & Enhanced Best Practices

Contlnue exIsting best pract|ces & augment T —
more-advanced and intensive passive. ireatments “Of -

"-u____._n.—-—\

urban stormwater — _—

Address transportatlon Infrastrueture.and Statienary

‘:3-:-__3‘3:;:

sources of atmospheric fine sediment S

Forest & Stream recommendations -

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




lllustrative Scenario A:
Retrofit & Enhanced Best Practices

- . - ——
—— e —— \ — ——
Share of Fine Sediment Capital Costs Annual O&M Feet of Clarity
Budget Reduced 20 year (M||||On $) Costs (M|”|0n $) (105)
45% $2,500 $20
95.0
40%
$2,000 $16
35% 90.0
30%
$1,500 $12
25% 85.0
20%
$1,000 $8 80.0
10% $500 $4 75.0 -
5%
0% $0 $0 70.0

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




lllustrative Scenario B:

Focus on Innovation & Advanced Practices
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to

Lake Tahoe?



lllustrative Scenario B:
Focus on Innovation & Advanced Practices
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
Lake Tahoe?
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lllustrative Scenario C:

All Out Push

i

Treat-maximerr-ameunt of area p0851b119 using the =
most effective pollutant Controfs._,_,:: -
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treated — 60% advanced.ireatments.& 2096 eurant
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Forest & Stream recommendations —

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




lllustrative Scenario C:

All ut Push
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
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lllustrative Scenario Comparison:

Fine Sediment Reduction
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to

Lake Tahoe?



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




lllustrative Scenario Comparison:
Clarity Result
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
Lake Tahoe?




Ways of packaging to meet the Clarity Challenge
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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
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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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Emphasize Fine Sediment Removal

Fine Sediment isresponsible for 2/3 of the.clarity

condition e T
Reducing. fine sediment has a greater potential to
improveTake-ciarity e T ——
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Track and account for nutrieat.removal S
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
Lake Tahoe?




Forest Upland Implementation Recommendation
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Restore/maintain roads-as planné'd;—*i_,ﬁa_é;

Revegetat'éft-reaf*disturbed lands .
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Treat forest fuels

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




Packaging Approach — Forest Uplands
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Treat/maintain 80% of*unpavedkoads —
60% Tier 1, 10% Tier.2, 10% THemS

———

Restore 80%distarbed areas (Skl runs, campgrounds ete )
60% Tier 1, 10% Trer 2, 10% SFier 3 ——
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Conduct fuels management on20% of the foresSts

10% Tier 1, 5% Tier 2

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




Stream Channel Restoration Recommendation
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
Lake Tahoe?



Packaging Approach — Stream Channel Restoration
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
Lake Tahoe?




Ways of packaging to meet the Clarity Challenge
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What strategy should we implement to reduce pollutant inputs to
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