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An Act

dgress to the Tahoe Regional Planning Com
others to cooperate with the planming agency tli

te and House of Representatives of the Unites States o
to encourage the wise use and conservation of the wat

ea around said lake, the consent of the Congress 1s hereby g1
pmpact heretofore adopted by the States of Califormia and Nev

TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING COMPACT
ARTICLE I. - FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS OF POLICY

d and declared that

e waters of Lake Tahoe and other resources of the region ar,
degeneration, which endangers the natural beauty and ecy

¢ and private interests and mvestments 1n the 1y

Wbits umque environmental and ecg

e Threshold Standards

Article (I1) (i) “Environmental threshold
carrying capacity” means an
environmental standard necessary to
maintain a significant scenic,
recreational, educational, scientific or
natural value of the region or to
maintain public health and safety within
the region. Such standards shall include
but not be limited to standards for air
quality, water quality, soil conservation,
vegetation preservation and noise.
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THRESHOLD 5TANDARDS

Threshald standards establish the Environmental Improvement Program partners’ shared goals
for resteration and maintenance of the gualities of the Tahoe Region.

The adopted current threshold standards are stated below. The agency will maintain and update
anline inventories of the administrative status and disposition of each threshold standard.

WATER QUALITY

DEEP WATER (PELAGIC) LAKE TAHODE
NUMERICAL STANDARDS

WQl} The annual average deep water transparency as measured by Secchi disk shall not
be decreased below 29.7 meters (97.4 feet), the average levels recorded between
1967 and 1971 by the University of California, Davis.

WQ2) Maintain annual mean phytoplankton primary productivity at or below
52gmC/m2/fyr.

LITTORAL LAKE TAHOE
NUMERICAL STANDARDS

WQ3)  Attain turbidity values not to exceed three NTU,

WQ4) Turbidity shall not exceed one NTU in shallow waters of the Lake not directly
influenced by stream discharges.

WQ5) Attain 1967-71 mean values for phytoplankton primary productivity in the littoral
zone.

WQ6e) Attain 1967-71 mean values for periphyton biomass in the littoral zone.

MANAGEMENT STANDARD

WQ7) Support actions to reduce the extent and distribution of excessive periphyton
(attached) algae in the nearshore (littoral zone) of Lake Tahoe.

AQUATIC INVASIVE SPECIES
MANAGEMENT STANDARDS

WQ8) Prevent the introduction of new aguatic invasive species into the region’s waters.

WQ3) Mo active aguatic invasive plant infestations in Lake Tahoe, adjacent wetlands, and
tributaries, not including the Tahoe Keys.

WQ10) Reduce average aquatic invasive plant abundance in the Tahoe Keys by a minimum
of 75% from the 2020 baseline year.

TRIBUTARIES
NUMERICAL STANDARDS

WQ15) Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of dissolved inorganic nitrogen.
WQ16) Attain applicable state standards for concentrations of dissolved phosphorus,
WQ17) Attain applicable state standards for dissolved iron.

WQ18) Attain a 90 percentile value for suspended sediment concentration of 60 mg/1.

SURFACE RUNOFF

TRPA Threshold Standards
Amended May 22, 2024
Page 5
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Categories
* Air Quality
* Water Quality
* Fisheries
* Soil Conservation
* Wildlife
* Vegetation
* Scenic Resources
* Recreation
* Noise
* Transportation and Sustainable
Communities

~ 150 standards
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Environmental Threshold Carrying Capacities (Standards): Establish the
goals for environmental quality and restoration in the Lake Tahoe basin.

STANDARDS

Regional Plan: general plan for development of the region,

REGIONAL PLAN which establls_hes th(? gwdes_for orderly growth and ensures
development is consistent with the standards.

Code: Implements the regional plan and goals and

AT policies and ensure the ordinances, rules, and
SOIRE I (/Y g2 regulations, achieve and maintain the adopted
environmental threshold carrying capacities.

Findings: Ensures that development does not
adversely impact implementation of the regional plan
and will not cause the standards to be exceeded.




Lake Tahoe Restoration Act
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VII of the Compact, and State law, as applicable.
“ib) PRIOBITY LIST.—

“1) DEADLINE—Not later than March 15 of
the year after the date of enactment of the Water
Resources Development Act of 2016, the Chair, in

Washoe Trbe, the Lalke T Federal Advisory

MAN-
made
0, 000
=
shall be made available to the Secretary to
1 “{C) The potential to significantly econ-

includi mali ts, the fol-
tribute to the achievement and maintenance of carry out, including by He BT, e
lowing programs:
3 the environmental threshold carrying eapacities

“(1) Programs identified as part of the
identified in Article IT of the Compaet.

Lake Tahoe Basin Mult-Jurisdictional

W =] v LA

a pProgram provl

10
11
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Fuel Reduetion and Wildfire Prevention

nmltiple benefits.
Btrategy 10-Year Plan.
“{E) The ability of a program to leverage
(i1} Competitive grants for fuels work
non-Federal eontributions.

13 to be a

(=

by the Secretary to commu-

Committee, and the Tahoe

snecessor organization) sh
prioritized Environmental
for the Lake Tahoe B
egories deseribed in subsec 1
“{2) CRITERIA.—The 3
List shall be based on the
the following eriteria: 4
“{A) The 4-vear

ity evaluation.

5

-~ Stalseholder sunnort for fhe program
“{C) The potential to significantly

adopted national wildland
lement the applicable por-

CoIl- plan deseribed in clanse

tribute to the achievement and mantenance of ¢ programs, including

a Fire Restoration under

the environmental threshold carrying capacities
identified in Article IT of the Compact.

' the Seeretary.
Tribe programs on tribal

“{B) The ability to measure progress or

suceess of the program.

g T Y
ment of an updated
20 on the Priority List. 25 Lake Tahoe Basin multijurisdictional fuel
21 “{e) RESTRICTION.—The Administrator shall nse not
22 more than 3 percent of the funds provided under sub- +8 2848 ES
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e Status and trends of indicators
relative to adopted standards
(“Threshold Progress”)

TAHOE
REGIONAL
PLANNING

* Implementation and L ke
effectiveness of the Regional e e ‘fVALUA“ON
Plan and other Basin efforts

e Recommendations to inform
future actions
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1991 1996 2001 2006 2011

TAHOE
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LV / 2015 THRESHOLD EVALUATION

[~ LI & Q) () N do
CLIMATE EIP PROJECT LAKE CLARITY MONITORING PARCEL THRESHOLD TRANSPORTATION
RESILIENCE TRACKER TRACKER DASHBOARD TRACKER DASHBOARD TRACKER
DASHBOARD
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Attainment
90
80%

» Improving = Little or nochange = Declining
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Status Trend

— Indicator sheets
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= Trond (GAM) — Assess status and trend
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ANNUAL AVERAGE STATUS, TREND, AND CONFIDENCE LEGEND
SECCHI DEPTH 15 ¢
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than Target
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Confidence: Moderate
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— 1
TR \\EOR 4 NEVADA
s th e {y kDIVIOSFION
. v ” STATE LANDS
Desert Research Institute o “
)\ SINCE 1864
<Y, QUERCUS

CONSULTANTS

Spc:mﬁr;fmnahcs Group & USGS
[ =

T F F T science for a changing world
UCDAVIS (. - NEVADA
!

WWILD LIFE
'. " ot

IVESITOFGIONE - TAHOE FIRE & FUELS TEAM

UCDAVIS

B
_ TAHOE ENVIRONMENTAL
RESEARCH CENTER

NEVADA DIVISIO
ENVIRONMENTAL F’ROTECTIO\»

protecting the future for generations

Water Boards :&EHE'EF””"’””M”{” I’gn% tgency _— Envi ron mental
FETeHAL AR NI % aRTARC AR T Resources »
O NRCSE:- Incentives

Hydroikos Ltd. ;@M
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2024

START END
TASKID | TASK NAME MONTHS | Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
DATE DATE

Production 3-Jan-24 12-Sep-24 S
Peer Review 30-Aug-24  15-Oct-24 3
Revisions 15-Sep-24  15-Nov-24 3
Release 20-Nov-24  15-Dec-24 2

! ' [/ ______________________________________________|]
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY ||

q LAKE TAHOE

n to improve decision making and
its in the Lake Tahoe Basin.
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Lh + ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
EIP PROJECT LAKE CLARITY MONITORING PARCEL Sus THRESHOLD RANSPC

TRACKER TRACKER DASHBOARD TRACKER D DASHBOARD b1

2022 ACCOMPLISHMENTS + LOOKING FORWARD
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)

Listen
(Dec - Feb)

Public Workshop
TIE-SC / EIP workgroups
Engagement

s

Formulate
(Mar — Apr)

Develop
recommendations
based on stakeholder
feedback

L

Review
(May)

Stakeholder Review
of Proposed
Recommendations

Incorporate
(June-luly)

Incorporate the
recommendations in the
TRPA workplan and EIP

Priorities

14
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1. Feedback on the evaluation
2. For threshold categories:

1. What is working well? What could be improved?

2. What recommendations do you have for Tahoe agencies to advance
this threshold:

1. FortheEIP
2. For policy or regulation
3. Other?

3. Which thresholds are the highest priority to update?
4. Additional research and monitoring needed?

15
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