






Hi Barbara: 
 
I am assuming you are referencing the Draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. That is the plan that is 
released for public comment right now. The 2016 Active Transportation Plan was adopted last year and 
can be found here.  
 
The project you are referencing is a NDOT led project. You can find more information on our EIP Tracker, 
here. I believe preliminary planning for this project is underway, and my understanding is it’s their hope 
to deliver a project by 2022. NDOT will be able to provide you more information.  
 
Please let me know if I can help further. 
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: barbara sourikoff [mailto:bsouriko@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 9:12 AM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Transportation Plan Draft 

 
Hi Morgan, 

 

As I review the Active Transportation Plan draft I see nothing concrete for the area of Round Hill Pines to Glenbrook 

as to  

Corridor Revitalization/Complete Streets actions. 

As I see it, Planning/Design  for this area is slated for 2020 and implementation of any action to begin 2022. 

Is this correct? 

 

Thank you, 

Barbara Sourikoff 

 

1: Barbara Sourikoff 
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 Hi Mr. Barnett: 
 
Thank you for your comment on the Draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan.  
 
The plan outlines strategies, projects, and programs that seek to better manage congestion. Adaptive 
Roadway Management, which is operating a roadway in a non-typical way (such as transit priority lanes, 
or holding traffic to allow a bus to pass) is discussed most in depth in Chapter 3, pages 3-12 and 3-36.  
 
There is also a project on the unconstrained project list (meaning that we do not at this time see 
foreseeable revenue sources to deliver the project) called "Adaptive Traffic Management on SR 89 and 
SR 267" which includes these types of strategies. You can read more about this project here: 
https://eip.laketahoeinfo.org/Project/Summary/03.01.02.0100 
 
I would also recommend making contact with Placer County to discuss these ideas. Peter Kraatz is cc'd, 
and his email is: pkraatz@placer.ca.gov 
 
Please let me know if you have any further questions.  
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Barnett Family [mailto:barnettfamily@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2017 8:45 AM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Traffic impacts on HWY 89 due to travel to Squaw Valley 
 
I am a resident and on local boards here in Squaw Valley.  We have thought about a third lane on HWY 
89 to accommodate buses only.  Thinking more grandly we have thought about solutions similar to the 
Alps where there are tunnels and trains. 
Are there any plans to address this problem in the regional planning process? 
Thank you.     Bob Barnett 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Hi Bob:  
 
Thank you for your interest in the Draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. In a way these are the same 
projects, but they are also a bit different. Line item #6 in the Douglas County Plan is limited to a minimal 
roadway project that includes only re-striping. This could be a phase of the entire project. The project as 
it reads in the RTP / EIP Project Tracker is the most up-to-date information on expected improvements 
along the corridor. This is the full suite of improvements all bundled together.  
 
Often, projects are delivered in phases. We are working closely with NDOT as they develop this project 
and I will have more information soon. I know they plan on coming out to the public for feedback.  
 
Please consider this response as responding to both your emails and your phone call. Please feel to give 
me a ring if you would like to discuss further. 
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Bob Hodson [mailto:hodsonbob@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 10:02 AM 
To: mnussbaumer@dot.state.nv.us; Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Project 03.01.02.0108 - US 50 Safety Improvement and Complete Streets 
 
Matt/Morgan,  
 
The subject project on the 2017 Draft Regional Transportation Plan appears to be a replacement of Line 
Item #6 on Page 23 of the Douglas County Five Year Transportation Plan 
(http://www.douglascountynv.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5639). 
 
Am I correct? 
 
Bob Hodson 
hodsonbob@earthlink.net 
805-208-4334 
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 Hi Bob,  
 
Thank you very much for your thorough read and comments on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation 
Plan. We very much appreciate your support on the many strategies we lay out in the plan, specifically: 
 
1. Increasing broadband and improving cellular and internet access: We are working closely with the TPC 
and our implementation partners on this issue. We've included the Dig Once policy in the Plan to help 
continue progress in this arena.  
 
2. Reliable bus schedules: Both TART and TTD have been working on technologies that tell users where 
the bus is so they have a sense as to its arrival. Check out these two links: 
http://schedules.goswift.ly/ttd-schedule/ and http://www.nextbus.com/#!/tahoe/90/90_0_var0/2185 
 
3. Free Transit service: We're working closely with TTD and TART to make this a reality in the near term.  
 
4. 30 minute transit service a good interim step with 15 minute service as a goal: We'll start seeing 30 
minute service very soon on TART routes and TTD routes within the next year. We agree 15 minute 
service would be optimal on highly used routes. Moving towards a 15 minute service on select routes is 
part of the plan, however at this time we are not confident we can fund that type of service. 
Additionally, we and our partners feel it prudent to move to 30 minute service first to ensure we are 
offering frequency in the correct areas and to build up use so that when 15 minute service is introduced 
it is well utilized. 
 
5.  Recreational amenities on inter-regional bus service: This is something we'll continue to work on with 
our partners.  
 
6. Increased, more frequent, and express AMTRAK service: This is something we'll continue to work on 
with our partners. 
 
Thank you,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: TRPA [mailto:trpa@trpa.org]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:04 AM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency — RTP Comment from Website"[your-subject]" 
 
From: Bob Zimmerman <bobzim1934@att.net> 
Subject: [your-subject] 
 
Message Body: 
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We are permanent residents on the West Shore, I work at Homewood in the winter, and we are active 
outdoor recreation users/travelers. I think this is an excellent plan with many good elements that 
address the many transportation challenges facing the region.  We have been to many different 
mountain resorts in the US and Europe and have found the public transportation to be much better, 
more reliable, and free in comparison to our current system. I've also lived in Switzerland, where public 
transportation is superb. It can be done.  Some specific thoughts: 
 
1. We definitely need higher quality wireless access for cell phones - there are many dead zones around 
the lake. The TPC is working on this, as mentioned, however our HOA has recently tried to get a grant 
through the CA CPUC and did not succeed. Solutions to these problems may not be easy. Requires 
cooperation with the state in this case, at least funding is supposed to be available through the CPUC - 
the realities may be different. 
2. Reliable bus schedules are critical. People want to know when the bus is coming and when it will get 
them to their destination. Homewood EEs, as one example, quickly give up on the bus after being late 
for work several times. Bus drivers seem to just drive irrespective of the schedules - people never know 
if the bus has already come early or is running late - there is zero reliability from their perspective. 
3. Bus service needs to be free or at least paying for it has to be simple. For example, one cannot even 
purchase a bus ticket at the TC Transit Center (at least last time I was there it wasn't obvious and I gave 
up trying to figure it out). Visitors need simplicity = free. 
4. I agree with the proposed scheduling improvements; hourly is not attractive, 30 mins would be better 
if it was reliable. Good goal of 15 mins. 
5. Recreational equipment like bikes need to be easily accommodated. Probably dogs also as mentioned. 
6. Park/Ride needs buses that can handle significant baggage needs; outdoor equipment, large suitcases 
for long-term visitors, pets. These were all mentioned and successful examples were used (Bustang), I 
support all that and think those accommodations are critical to get people to use them. 
7. The funding challenges are well-described. As noted, the most likely to succeed methods cannot 
significantly impact the local residents; too many are already making minimum wage and struggling to 
make ends meet. The Park City example was a good one in my opinion. 
8. Regional Rail: the major problem with the existing AMTRAK service is the absence of express trains 
from major hubs. Driving is simply faster, by a significant factor. Express service direct to Truckee from 
the Bay Area, Sacramento, etc needs to be put in place or people won't take the train. Sure its beautiful, 
but its a whole day from Bay right now. Zero incentive to take the train at this point with all the stops. 
This is an AMTRAK-wide problem, may not be readily addressed, but essential if the train is going to 
compete with private cars. 
 
Sincerely, Bob 
 
-- 
This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Tahoe Regional Planning Agency — TRPA 
(http://www.trpa.org) 
 
 

http://www.trpa.org/


 Hi Brad: 
 
Thank you for your comment on the Active Transportation Plan and the draft 2017 Regional 
Transportation Plan.  

 
For clarification, the reference you make to page 2-7 in the Active Transportation Plan is noting what 
would make a strong multi-modal system – essentially offering guidance for Tahoe transit operators on 
how they can improve their services to be more multi-modal.  
 
Federal and state laws prohibit more than 2 or 3 bike racks on buses depending on the size of the bus. 
However, that does not mean there are no other solutions, as you suggest.  I know that TTD has been 
working on possibly using bike trailers. It’s helpful to know which routes you think it would be best 
utilized on.  I’ve cc’d George Fink so he sees your ideas and can follow up with you on how TTD intends 
to increase bicycle carry capacity on their buses. 
 
Thanks again for your comments,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Brad [mailto:bradshelton@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 4:26 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Comments on the Draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan 

 
I am a cyclist who visits Tahoe many times a year with my family and friends (headed up tomorrow 
actually!) to take in the beauty that Tahoe provides.  Frequently these trips are focused on mountain 
biking, while other times we ride the paved trail network and designated routes through town.  The 
current Active Transportation Plan contains many great improvements for cyclists, including bike paths 
and lanes on many dangerous and much-needed stretches of road, and I support those improvements! 
 
However, I would like to call attention to one important improvement on page 2-7 of the Active 
Transportation Plan: "Buses have sufficient bicycle carrying capacity." 
 
Right now, it is my understanding that Tahoe buses carry either two or three bicycles on a front-
mounted rack, which means somewhere between two bicycles per hour (on the 23 bus) and six bicycles 
per hour (on the 50 bus). This seems like an extremely low number based on the amount of cyclists I 
encounter in Tahoe. 
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As a mountain biker, being able to use 23 bus to access the Tahoe Rim Trail without running a car shuttle 
would be a great benefit to the environment. 
 
As recreational cyclists, my family and I would like to use the 50 bus to access the Y, Nevada and Round 
Hill beaches and bike paths, Pope and Baldwin beaches and bike paths, and Fallen Leaf and Angora Lakes 
without having to ride dangerously busy streets with incomplete bike paths all the way through town. 
 
In general, I would love to be able to park my car once I arrive, and use a combination of bicycles and 
city buses to recreate. Locking expensive bikes to racks to be left at a bus stop is not a preferable 
alternative do to theft and the inability to travel again once leaving the bus at our stop. 
 
Accordingly, I strongly encourage you to make greater bicycle capacity on TTD buses - specifically the 23 
and 50 buses - a major priority. I am told that bike rack trailers are the most realistic way to do this - but 
I support whatever increases bicycle capacity on Tahoe buses. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Shelton 
5700 Beech Ave 
Orangevale, CA 
 



 
 
DATE: April 10, 2017 
TO: Eric Fredericks, California Department of Transportation, District 3 
FROM: TRPA Staff 
RE: Response to California Department of Transportation, District 3 Comments on 

Linking Tahoe: Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(Draft) 

 

 
Dear Mr. Fredericks: 
 
Thank you for California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 3 comments on the 
draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2017 RTP/SCS). 
TRPA appreciates Caltran’s recognition of the many laudable aspects of the plan. We have 
responded to Caltran’s comments and recommendations below, and have included the updated 
text within the final 2017 Regional Transportation Plan / Sustainable Communities Strategy. 
 
Recommendations: RTP-SCS Checklist 
 

1. Pursuant to 23 CFR 450.324(f)(l 0), the RTP shall, at a minimum include a discussion 
of types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to carry 
out these activi ties, including activities that may have the greatest potential to 
restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by the 2017 RTP. The 
discussion may focus on policies, programs, or strategies, rather than at the project 
level.  The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) shall develop the discussion 
in consultation with applicable Federal, State, and Tribal land management, 
wildlife, and regulatory agencies.  The MPO may establish reasonable timeframes 
for performing this consultation.  The RTP Checklist refers to the environmental 
document for this information; however, the discussion of types of potential 
environmental mitigation activities is required in the body of the RTP. 

 
Text has been added to page 2-21 and reads: 
 
“Identified Environmental Mitigation  

TRPA identified some impacts in the 2017 RTP/SCS environmental document, primarily 
related to construction of new development and impacts of new development on travel 
delays. Project level mitigation will be implemented through TRPA’s best construction 
practices, while Region-wide impacts would be addressed by implementation of non-
motorized improvements to reduce congestion, roadway system management requirements 
as well as programs to monitor traffic conditions through established performance 
measures.” 

 

mberyl
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Caltrans, District 3 Response to Comments 2 

 

2. Pursuant to 23 CFR 450.324(g), the RTP should include a comparison to the CA 
State Wildlife Action Plan. It is understandable that the local and regional 
wildlife protection measures are more comprehensive than the CA State Wildlife 
Action Plan but some discussion and/or comparison to the State Wildlife Action 
Plan would be appropriate in the body of the RTP for this section. 
 

Text has been added on page 2-20 and reads: “TRPA circulated the 2017 RTP/SCS and 
environmental analysis to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, the responsible agency 
for implementation of the State Wildlife Action Plan. The Lake Tahoe Region falls within the 
Sierra Nevada Conservation Unit as identified in the State Wildlife Action Plan. Because site 
specific design and locations have not been identified for projects included in the 2017 RTP/SCS, 
the presence of the focal species listed in the 2017 RTP/SCS is not known. However, agencies 
that are permitting individual projects would be required to consult with California Fish and 
Wildlife to ensure site design would avoid or mitigate any impacts to sensitive species, including 
those listed in the State Wildlife Action Plan.  
 
The State Wildlife Action plan identifies key pressures on conservation targets in the Sierra 
Nevada. These include climate change; fire and fire suppression; housing and urban areas; 
invasive plants and animals; livestock, farming and ranching; recreational activities; renewable 
energy; and roads and railroads. The 2017 RTP/SCS include transportation policies, programs 
and projects to reduce reliance on the automobile, increase efficiency of the transportation 
system, and the use of alternative fuel which will reduce greenhouse gas emission. Road and 
recreation projects contained in the plan will include storm water retention and filtration 
improvements to protection to the Region’s waterbodies. All projects would be required to 
comply with TRPA’s best management practices for construction that include management of 
invasive species. Implementation of the plan will ultimately result in improved environmental 
conditions in the Region and would not interfere with land conservation strategies contained in 
the State Wildlife Action Plan.” 

 
3. Pursuant to 23 CFR 450.306(h), some discussion on how the RTP is coordinated 

and consistent with the Public Transit - Human Services Transportation Plan 
would be appropriate. Currently, it is simply written as a citation on a list of 
sources. 

 
Text has been updated to read: “Short-range transit plans and Coordinated Human Services 
Transportation Plan outline routes, centers, and services of the existing system; analyze trends 
such as ridership, revenue, and unmet customer needs; and recommend five-year system 
upgrades.” 
 
Recommendations: Chapter 1 - Regional and Key Concepts 
 

1. Transforming Tahoe Transportation (page 1-2): This section mentions reducing the 
reliance on the "private automobile," and emphasizes the importance of making 
roadways more bikable and walkable, but does not discuss transit. Including 
transit, in this section, as an important component in implementing sustainable 
transportation within the Tahoe Basin may improve this section. 
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Text has been updated to read: “The 2012 Regional Transportation Plan addressed 
transportation system needs in the Region’s small community centers, emphasizing the 
planning and delivery of bikeable, walkable communities, and connections to transit through 
complete streets.” 
 

2. The Long-Term Vision (page 1-3): Since the use of "real time" data is mentioned as 
a means to alleviate congestion and travel time, it might be beneficial to also 
mention the use of Intelligent Transportation Systems as a tool to help in this 
effort. 
 

Text has been updated to read: “The answer will provide real time options through intelligent 
transportation systems including congestion and travel time, the cost differential between 
parking a car versus cost of transit; availability of parking near the destination; 
 

3. Key Concept #1:  Regional Goals (pages 1-11): This section provides a great 
opportunity to discuss how the goals of the Plan align with the goals set forth in 
the California Transportation Plan (CTP). 

 
Text has been updated to read: “These goals reflect the requirements of the TRPA Bi-State 
Compact, federal and state transportation planning requirements and plans such as the 
California Transportation Plan, and public input.” 
 
Recommendations: Chapter 2 – Planning Context 
 

1. Supporting Plans (page 2-4): This section provide further opportunity to illustrate how 
goals of the Plan align with the goals set forth in the California Transportation Plan 
(CTP). 

 
Text has been updated to read: “TRPA not only carries out the goals and policies of state and 
regional plans, directs funding to projects that help meet regional goals assessed through 
performance measures, but also convenes a diversity of partners to address various challenges 
facing the Region. 
 
2. Partners Roles and Responsibilities (page 2-6): The local tribal government may want 

to be mentioned in more detail in this section.  It would be great to discuss the tribal 
outreach and what roles and responsibilities the tribal government may have had during 
the development of the draft Plan. 

 
New text was added and reads: 
 
“Washoe Tribe of California and Nevada: 
The Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California is an important partner in transportation planning at 
Lake Tahoe, as Lake Tahoe is the traditional center of the Washoe world. The tribe owns and 
manages land in the Region, such as Meeks Bay Resort and Marina and Cave Rock on the East 
Shore of the lake that serves as a transportation gateway into Lake Tahoe. The Washoe are the 
original inhabitants of the Lake Tahoe Region. Transportation planning staff meet one-on-one 
with the Washoe Tribe to share information and updates on transportation projects and issues. 
Tribal staff actively participated on the project development team for the Corridor Connection 
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Plan and the 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. The Tribe also serves on project development 
teams for specific projects, such as the Nevada Stateline to Stateline Bikeway. The Tribe is a 
voting member of the Tahoe Transportation Commission (TTC) and the Advisory Planning 
Commission (APC), which are the advisory bodies to TRPA/TMPO. Regular communication 
between the Tribe and TRPA serve as another method for both parties to discuss any other 
issues that may arise through formal consultation.” 
 
Recommendations: Chapter 3 – The Plan 
 

1. Chapter 3 should provide some general discussion in acknowledgement of the 
contribution Lake Tahoe Airport (Airport) provides to the City of South Lake Tahoe, 
and the Tahoe Basin.  The discussion should include a short description of the 
Airport's role in the overall quality of life, economic benefit, and emergency 
infrastructure within the Tahoe region. 

 

• Aviation (page 3-32): In the last sentence, the Plan states a projected 19.9% increase 
in flights to the Airport through 2023.  There are significant gains that this increase 
will bring to the Basin.  Please add a brief discussion regarding the value the general 
aviation Airport brings to the Tahoe Basin. 

 
Text has been added to page 3-31: “The South Lake Tahoe Airport benefits the Region 
economically through transport of goods and supports public health through emergency 
infrastructure.”  
 

• Transportation Security (pages 3-33 - 3-34): The Airport provides vital emergency 
services in the Tahoe Basin such as air ambulance, law enforcement, firefighting 
services, as well as an emergency access point (ingress/egress) during road closures, 
however not mentioned in this section.  Please add a brief discussion of the above-
mentioned capabilities the Airport provides in the Tahoe region. 

 
Text has been added on page 3-33 to read: “The South Lake Tahoe Airport is a vital 
emergency service center that provides services such as air ambulance and firefighting 
amenities.” 

 

• Transportation System Management (page 3-37): The Airport is located in a small 
meadow beneath adjacent State Highway System elevation. As TRPA develops the 
transportation system management program, improved signage and signalization 
which alerts travelers of, and provides further awareness of the nearby Airport 
access, will enhance safety at the Airport access intersections. 
 

Thank you for this comment. The City of South Lake Tahoe recently updated their Airport 
Master Plan which should include these types of amenities.  
 
Recommendations: Chapter 4 - Funding the Plan 

 
1. The Airport receives State and Federal funds which must be used to implement Airport 

improvements.  Chapter 4 should provide some general discussion regarding Airport 
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funding as the State and Federal contributions inevitably and positively contribute to 
the region's economy and employment. 

 
Text has been updated on page 4-4 to read: “Major federal funding sources include the 
Surface Transportation Block Grant Program, Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Program, 
the Federal Lands Access Program, Federal Transit Administration grants, Federal Aviation 
Administration Airport Improvement Program, and others.” 
 
Recommendations: Appendix B 

 
1. Technology and Transportation System Management (page 4): Regarding EIP 

#.03.01.02.0076 (Sierra Nevada Operation System), the project is shown as a Caltrans 
project, however the EIP reflects ElDorado County as the lead implementer, please 
revise accordingly. 

 

Thank you for this comment. The EIP project tracker is being revised accordingly.  

 
1. Corridor Revitalization (page 2): Regarding EIP #.01.01.02.0019  (US 50 Water Quality 

Improvement Project- Wildwood to Stateline) is unfamiliar to Caltrans, and does not 
show-up in any of the District's  plans to implement.  Please revise accordingly. 

 
Thank you for this comment. This project has been removed from Appendix B completely. The 
EIP project tracker is being revised accordingly. We look forward to collaborating with Caltrans 
on the U.S Highway 50 Community Revitalization Project, which also address water quality 
upgrades in this area. This is currently the only section of U.S. Highway 50 that does not have 
water quality improvements.  
 
TRPA appreciates Caltran’s comments on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan and looks 
forward to our continued collaboration. Once the plan is approved, we will supply Caltran’s with 
the appropriate number of printed copies. If you have any questions that you would like to 
discuss regarding our responses, please let me know. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Morgan Beryl, Senior Transportation Planner 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 













Hi Dirk: 
 
Thank you for your comments on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. We very much appreciate 
our neighboring regions reviewing the plan to ensure we have accurate information and to strengthen 
our collaboration efforts. Please see my responses below in red.  
 
Please feel free to get in touch if you would like to discuss further. 
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Dirk Goering [mailto:DGoering@carson.org]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 3:38 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Cc: Graham Dollarhide <GDollarhide@carson.org> 
Subject: Comments on the RTP from CAMPO 
 
Hi Morgan, 
 
Sorry for comments so close to the deadline.  Overall the plan is very good, just a few small 
comments:  
 

• Page ii – Shelly Aldean is not on the Carson City Board of Supervisors, maybe just put 
Carson City Representative 

Thank you for this edit. We updated to Carson City Representative.  
 

• Please replace Patrick’s name with Graham Dollarhide, he is our transit coordinator and 
has reviewed the document from that perspective 

Thank you for this edit. We updated. 
 

• Page 1-16, it would be interesting to see percentages by arrows 
Thank you for this request. We’ll consider updating the Figure. Additionally, when the TTD led Corridor 
Connection Plan is released, much more detailed information on highway corridor use will be shown. 
This map is a high-level conceptual map illustrating the concepts of travel behavior.  
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• Some more discussion on Route 21x is believed to be beneficial.  Possibly even listing it 
as an unfunded project.  The ridership is mentioned in the report on page 1-23 and is a 
fair  ridership number 

Thank you for this edit. I’ve added the following onto pg. 1-23: “ In the past TTD has operated a 
commuter bus between the Stateline area and Carson City when funds are available. This is an 
important connection for commuters from Carson City to Lake Tahoe.” 
 
Thanks for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Dirk 

 
 

 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
Dirk Goering, AICP 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Carson City Public Works Department/ 
Carson Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
3505 Butti Way 
Carson City, NV 89701 
Ph: 775-283-7431 
Fx: 775-887-2112 
 
 
 

http://www.carson.org/index.aspx
http://www.carson.org/index.aspx?page=1813
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https://www.google.com/maps/place/3505+Butti+Way,+Carson+City,+NV+89701/@39.1673422,-119.7271703,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x8099a09c76ce84e1:0xc9f789bcd23acd03


 
DATE: April 11, 2017 

TO: Gavin Feiger, Community Mobility Group 

FROM: TRPA Staff 

RE: Response to Community Mobility Group Comments on Linking Tahoe: Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (Draft) 

 

 

Dear Mr. Feiger: 
 

Thank you for Community Mobility Group’s (CM) comments and letter of support on the draft 

2017 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2017 RTP/SCS). We 

appreciate the efforts the CM group provides for the Safe Routes to School program and 

promoting and participating in planning activities to enhance active transportation safety and 

access. We have responded to the CM group’s comments and recommendations below.  
 

1. Recommendation: Support Active Transportation Infrastructure and reconsider light 

at Lodi Avenue for project 01.01.02.003: U.S. Highway 50 Water Quality Improvement 

Project - "Y" to Trout Creek:  
 

Thank you for this recommendation. TRPA is working closely with FHWA, the City of South 

Lake Tahoe, and Caltrans to perform a Road Safety Audit that will look at bicycle and pedestrian 

improvements that can be made to the existing project or plans for future projects. The light at 

Lodi Avenue at this time is not being reconsidered by Caltrans.  
 

2. Recommendation: Please move project number 03.01.02.005: Al Tahoe Safety and 

Mobility Enhancement Project from “Active Transportation” category to “Corridor 

Revitalization”. 
 

Thank you for this recommendation. As requested, this project has been moved to the Corridor 

Revitalization section of the constrained project list. 
 

3. Recommendation: Appendix A: Goals and Policies. Consider adding a policy such as 

“Prioritize transit-tracking technology to accurately inform the user of transit arrival times 

and delays.” 
 

Thank you for this recommendation. We believe this recommendation is already addressed by 

many existing policies located in Appendix A that encourage the use of technology to provide 

real-time information to travelers. Policies include 4.1, 4.3, and 4.5.  
 

TRPA appreciates the CM groups’ comments, partnership, and support for the 2017 Regional 

Transportation Plan and looks forward to our continued partnership.   

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

Morgan Beryl, Senior Transportation Planner 

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
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March 23, 2017 

Ms. Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 

PO Box 5310, Stateline, NV 89448 

Transmitted via email: mberyl@trpa.org 

Re: Comments on the Draft Linking Tahoe - 2017 Regional Transportation Plan  

Dear Morgan,  
 

On behalf of the Community Mobility Work Group of the Lake Tahoe Sustainability Collaborative, we are 

writing to express our thanks to you and your staff colleagues for the thorough and thoughtful Draft 2017 

Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and accompanying environmental documentation. We commend the 

efforts you invested into meaningful public outreach, stakeholder engagement, and research. Your dedication 

to producing a comprehensive and forward-looking RTP was evident to us as we reviewed the document.  
 

The progressive bicycle and pedestrian goals and policies in Linking Tahoe reflect the need our residents and 

visitors have for additional convenient and safe mobility options that incorporate the protection of lake 

clarity and the reduction of air pollution from automobile traffic and congestion. They support the long-term 

economic well-being of our communities and healthier life styles for those who live, work, visit and recreate 

at Lake Tahoe. We see this RTP as prioritizing opportunities for Tahoe’s project implementers to expand our 

trails, sidewalks, transit, and other non-auto mobility options. We support the new, increased focus on 

improving connections to recreation areas and it is a high priority for our Mobility group as well. 

Accordingly, we strongly support RTP adoption by the TRPA Governing Board, scheduled for April 26. 
 

The Lake Tahoe Sustainability Collaborative was established in May of 2012 and includes over 120 

volunteers living, working, and recreating in the Tahoe-Truckee region. Our mission is to sustain a citizen-

based effort to accelerate a shift toward a healthier Tahoe-Truckee community, environment, and economy. 

The Community Mobility Workgroup is comprised of over 30 residents and representatives of organizations, 

jurisdictions, and agencies working together to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety, accessibility, and 

mobility. We regularly work with TRPA along with other local jurisdictions and agencies, and look forward to 

continuing this collaboration as we move collectivity into the future. 
 

As part of our support, we would like to provide specific feedback on the following projects identified in the 

Constrained Project List in Appendix B: 

1. 01.01.02.003: U.S. Highway 50 Water Quality Improvement Project - "Y" to Trout Creek. We strongly 

encourage TRPA to continue to work with the City of South Lake Tahoe and Caltrans, and use TRPA’s 

permitting authority, to ensure that as much room is provided as possible for Class II bike lanes and 

consistent-width sidewalks, that a safe crossing of Highway 50 is provided in the vicinity of Grocery 

Outlet, and that the warrant for the traffic light at the intersection of Highway 50 and Lodi is 

reconsidered.   

2. 03.01.02.005: Al Tahoe Safety and Mobility Enhancement Project. Please move this from “Active 

Transportation” category to “Corridor Revitalization”. This project is fully funded by the California 

State Active Transportation Program, but is truly a corridor revitalization project. It was selected as 

the priority project from the South Tahoe Middle School Connectivity Plan and the Lake Tahoe 

Unified School District Safe Routes to School Master Plan and, because of its multiple connectivity 

benefits, may be the most important connectivity project in South Lake Tahoe in our immediate 

future.  
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We would like to particularly commend you on the Goals and Policies contained in Appendix A, which we 

believe meet goals and match priorities of numerous other plans in the Tahoe Region.  We would like to see a 

transit policy to the effect of “Prioritize transit-tracking technology to accurately inform the user of transit 

arrival times and delays.”  

 

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment and for your work to develop a positive and useful plan for 

our communities and the greater Lake Tahoe region. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Gavin Feiger, Steve Teshara, and Rebecca Bryson 

Chairs of the Community Mobility group 

 

Contact: gavin.feiger@gmail.com | c: 206.755.8195 

 

CC:  

Nick Haven, TRPA 

mailto:gavin.feiger@gmail.com


 Hi Dana: 
 
Thank you for your comments on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan.  
 
Support for Transit: You are on the right track with utilizing smaller transit buses that use electric or 
natural gas as fuel options. We are already seeing both transit operators using new technologies as well 
as smaller buses for lower use routes. Additionally, public private partnerships are very important this 
realm for recreation based shuttles the serve ski areas etc. 
 
Questions on the Crosslake Ferry: TRPA and partners believe that a crosslake ferry will greatly reduce 
vehicle trips both by reducing “round the lake” sightseeing as well as commuter travel. Additionally, a 
crosslake ferry will increase awareness of water taxi services. This project is still in the preliminary 
phases. The Tahoe Transportation District is the lead on that project. You can learn more, including 
contact information and how to get involved in the public process on the EIP Project Tracker here: 
https://eip.laketahoeinfo.org/Project/Summary/03.01.02.0021 
 
Question on Airport: We discuss the relevance of airport travel in Chapter 3, under Transportation 
Systems Management. The City of South Lake Tahoe manages their airport and just finished their master 
plan. You can learn more about that here: http://www.cityofslt.us/index.aspx?nid=731 
 
Question on Nightrider service: TART has seen a lot of success with the Nightrider service and is 
expanding offerings in that area. If you are interested in learning more, check out this website: 
http://www.laketahoetransit.com/ 
 
Thanks again for your input on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan.  
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Dana [mailto:danamare@aol.com]  
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 2:30 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Transportation comments 

 
My comments for the future of transportation are that the buses should be smaller, more efficient or 
hybrids, and run more often for a nominal fee. The ferry system is only for sightseers, not commuters, so 
allow a private firm to do that sort of thing for profitby reservation. Everyday we saw the Northshore 'ferry' 
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go by with no one on it . Visitors like a car because they can choose where to go, Emerald Bay, a hiking 
trailhead, the grocery store, so prying them out of their Reno rental car will be a challenge. Where is the 
airport transportation to Tahoe in your plan ? Will people leave there rental unit by foot to take a bus down 
on the highway ? Are all these developement 'projects'  required to provide group transportation for their 
guests ?  No one rode the Nightrider. Perhaps Tahoe is maxed out and soon we will be full of smog. 
Perhaps the answer is stop actively building large projects and concentrate on dealing with what is 
happening now, manage what is here now..Dana Spencer 

danamare@aol.com 
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Hi David: 
 
Thank you for your comment. TRPA shares your desire and goal to preserve the environment and 
residential quality of life. 
 
Have a nice weekend,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: David Briscoe [mailto:tahoe0116@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2017 3:11 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Tahoe Transportation Plan and related endeavors. 
 
Please add my comment to the record. 
 
My one comment, from having seen this go on for years and years, both at Tahoe and elsewhere, is that 
these " improvements" are fine in and of themselves, but they are ALWAYS used to either attract more 
usage, in already overused areas, and thus require more development to satisfy that use. A great plan 
for developers, realtors, and anyone else who cares more for profit than the beauty of an area, but a 
disaster for the environment and future generations. Even the current generation or the TRPA itself, has 
no idea of what has been already lost. 
 Thank you 
 
David Briscoe 
592 Lariat Circle 
Incline Village, NV 89451 
775-832-2282 
 
 
Sent from the Eighth Dimension 
 

10: David Briscoe 
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required to bring in commercial passenger carriers. To learn more, check out their most recent report 
here: http://www.cityofslt.us/index.aspx?nid=731 

Pleases feel free to get back in touch if you would like to discuss more. 

Best,   

Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 

  

 

From: Squaw Llywood [mailto:squawllywood@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2017 9:26 AM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Tahoe Transportation Issues 

Dear Ms. Beryl: 

I am writing you in response to an article I read online in Lake Tahoe News.  It is deeply disheartening to 
see the unintended consequences of TRPA's actions 25 years ago. 

We once had a vibrant airport in Lake Tahoe.  That airport was a valuable transportation hub, and a 
point of access to the basin from all around the world.  Those who travel into the airport from out of the 
area reduce their carbon footprint locally by flying in versus driving in. 

Over the past 25 years, Truckee's airport has seen increasing traffic volume, picking up the slack from 
those who were discouraged from flying into Lake Tahoe Airport.  TRPA has NO say whatsoever over 
what happens in Truckee, and people tend to go to the point of least resistance. 

That said, Lake Tahoe Airport isn't going anywhere.  Millions of dollars have been invested in the airport 
over the past 10 years, including the construction of a new runway. 

It would well serve the people of Lake Tahoe, the environment, and the traffic issues TRPA claims to 
desire to address to reconsider its position on the airport.  Lake Tahoe Airport is nowhere close to 
capacity, and it will likely never get there.  But the fact that TRPA has refused to concede their failure of 
the 1992 settlement agreement, which by the way has long since expired, is disturbing to say the least.   

http://www.cityofslt.us/index.aspx?nid=731
tel:(775)%20589-5208
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:squawllywood@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org


Think of the traffic mitigation if Tahoe had air service between Reno, Truckee & the Bay Area.  There 
may not be an economic model for this, but to take cars off the road and shift those trips to a mode of 
transportation which is under utilized SHOULD be the objective of TRPA. 

So the rhetorical question I post to you is simple - is this a political issue that undermines your ability as 
an agency to do what is right for the environment?  From the outside looking in, it certainly appears that 
way. 

Thank you for your consideration of my opinion. 

Respectfully, 

David Meyers 

 
 



Hi Mr. Hale: 
 
Thank you for your comment on the Draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. This plan lays out 
strategies, projects, and programs that seek to encourage the use of public transit, walking, and biking 
by residents, commuters, and visitors to reduce reliance on the private automobile and better manage 
congestion. Some example strategies include incentive and disincentive programs such as parking 
management systems, transit priority lanes, real-time information, and improved intersection 
functionality.  
 
Lake Tahoe is an world-renowned recreation destination with a $5 billion annual economy based on 
outdoor recreation and tourism. This plan focuses on providing transportation options that are frequent, 
free-to the-user, and connected to recreation destinations from neighborhoods and town 
centers.  Implementation of this plan will help to move more people more efficiently benefiting the 
environment, residential quality of life, and visitor quality of experience.  
 
If you have any specific comments, recommendations, or questions on the strategies, projects or 
programs in this plan, please let me know.  
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: d-shale@sbcglobal.net [mailto:d-shale@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 2:34 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Lake Tahoe Regional Plan 
 
Dear Ms. Beryl, 
I reside at 695 Fairway Drive, Tahoe City, CA. 96145. I have lived at this address since 1971 
I am responding to the announcement on the internet regarding traffic issues associated with the Lake 
Tahoe Regional Plan 
The announcement listed you as the contact person. 
Please enter my comments as part of the public input portion of the process. 
 
As conditions presently stand, lake Tahoe and the areas adjacent, such as Truckee, Alpine Meadows, 
Squaw Valley, Homewood< Incline Village, Tahoe City, Kings Beach  and South shore are ill prepared to 
handle more traffic. 

12: Don Hale 
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• The discussion keeps going on about more density for;  housing, recreational facilities, and 

amenities associated with these types of use. 

• The existing traffic gridlock is totally absurd during peak overloads of visitors to these areas. 

• When it takes an hour to go approximately 4 miles on Highway 89 to Tahoe City on a clear day, 

something is dreadfully wrong.  

• The same thing occurs in Tahoe City during times of traffic  grid lock.  The traffic then diverts 

from main roadways through adjacent quiet neighborhoods to beat the grid lock. No one seems 

to be very concerned about the impact on a neighborhood street impacted by:  noise, speeders, 

shear volume and rude commuters who are already angry about the congestion.  

• When questions arise from the local residents, as to whom should respond to these traffic 

issues, it usually spins out that the agencies all pass the issues off onto another entity. One 

recurring response is that they do not have available funding. We all know how many agencies 

there are that  have input, so the cycle is practically endless. 

• Great amounts of private and public funds are expended to prepare reports/ that purportedly 

address these issues when in reality they do not. But think about this for a minute, if a 

report/study  is prepared to evaluate  a project, is it reasonable to believe that the document is 

going to say do not proceed?  I am afraid the entity/consultant that prepared the document 

would be out of business in short order. Generally problem areas are addressed by suggesting 

mitigation which in many cases is simply a band aid. Finally a good number of the studies don’t 

delve into the questions in enough depth and detail. They respond to the obvious symptoms 

and do enough give enough attention to collateral effects. 

• A Placer County proposition to provide additional transportation funding through a sales tax was 

recently defeated.  It was proposed because there is insufficient transportation money available 

to adequately maintain the existing facilities let alone build new ones.  A point to consider is 

that  the general public by their vote does not support appropriating more of their tax money to 

update and maintain existing transportation facilities by voting it down. So where is the money 

going to come from? The developers do not volunteer. In the mean time, the direction seems to 

be to continue to acerbate the deterioration of the environment. 

• Adequate work force housing is essentially talked about, but  little is done to address the total 

impact of this issue. One can only assume that the work force will have to commute, which 

further grid locks the system. The cost of living in or around the basin is highly prohibitive to 

average low income citizens. 

• I have blathered enough but you asked for input so this is my point f view. I am certain that I am 

not alone. A lot of people just don’t bother to express their concerns because they generally are 

not listened to. The silent majority is truly silent until abrupt and truly disruptive events cause 

their outcry. Creeping disruption is too subtle to be addressed because it is quiet and ever 

pervasive. 

 

Don Hale  

 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
 
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


Hi Mr. Mann,  
 
Thank you very much for your comment on the draft 2017 Regional Transportation Plan. We appreciate 
your support and are glad you and your friends are making use of the many trails Lake Tahoe has to 
offer.  
 
We also understand the need for more frequent bus service, better connections with recreation 
destinations, and the ability to carry recreation equipment. I know the TTD and TART has been working 
to increase bike carry capacity onto their buses. I’ve cc’d George Fink who operates the South Tahoe 
transit service. He could possible give you some details on what is in the works and which buses and 
routes are the most bike friendly.  
 
Best,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Doug M. [mailto:dougmann35@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 9:59 PM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: 2017 Regional Transportation Plan Draft 

 
Mr. Beryl, 
 
I'm writing to you to thank you for all the cycling-related parts of the plan.  My family and friends go to 
Tahoe, especially South Lake, as often as we can to ride the roads and trails in the area. 
 
However, we would love to see buses have more bike access.  Driving and figuring out shuttles is often 
the most difficult part of our trip.  Please consider addressing this shortfall.  Thanks! 
 
Doug Mann 
 

13: Doug Mann 
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http://www.trpa.org/wp-content/uploads/RPU_2pager_Numbers_3-251.pdf
http://www.trpa.org/wp-content/uploads/RPU_FactSheet_1-15-13.pdf
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Thank you, Loren for your comment on the Active Transportation Plan and the draft 2017 Regional 
Transportation Plan.  

 
For clarification, the reference you make to page 2-7 in the Active Transportation Plan is noting what 
would make a strong multi-modal system – essentially offering guidance for Tahoe transit operators on 
how they can improve their services to be more multi-modal.  
 
Federal and state laws prohibit more than 2 or 3 bike racks on buses depending on the size of the bus. 
However, that does not mean there are no other solutions, as you suggest.  I know that TTD has been 
working on possibly using bike trailers. It’s helpful to know which routes you think it would be best 
utilized on.  I’ve cc’d George Fink so he sees your ideas and can follow up with you on how TTD intends 
to increase bicycle carry capacity on their buses. My understanding is TTD is already looking at the 
possibility of Bike trailers for Route 23. 
 
Thanks again for your comments,  
 
Morgan Beryl 
Senior Transportation Planner 
775-589-5208 
mberyl@trpa.org 
 

 
 
From: Loren Jolley [mailto:lorenjolley@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, March 24, 2017 9:06 AM 
To: Morgan Beryl <mberyl@trpa.org> 
Subject: Bicycles on Tahoe buses 

 
To whom it may concern: 

 

I am an avid outdoors-man (cyclist, skier, climber, hiker)  who visits Tahoe frequently. The 

current Active Transportation Plan contains many great improvements for cyclists, including 

bike paths and lanes on many dangerous and much-needed stretches of road, and I support 

those improvements!  I would like to call attention to one important improvement on page 

2-7 of the Active Transportation Plan: "Buses have sufficient bicycle carrying capacity." 

 

Currently, Tahoe buses carry either two or three bicycles on a front-mounted rack, which 

means somewhere between two bicycles per hour (on the 23 bus) and six bicycles per hour 

(on the 50 bus). This is insufficient, and it makes the bus useless as multimodal transport, 

since it's very likely that the racks are already full and I will be denied boarding.  As a 

cyclist, I, and my many colleagues, would like to use the 23 bus to access the Tahoe Rim 

Trail without running a car shuttle.  I would love to be able to park my car once I arrive, 

and use a combination of bicycles and city buses to recreate.  

 

26: Loren Jolley 

mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:lorenjolley@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org






mailto:wmagrath@mcdonaldcarano.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:davecoward@aol.com
mailto:jowens@boisestate.edu
mailto:npike@npike.com
mailto:dickrenard@gmail.com
mailto:lee@schweichler.com
mailto:ronaldstephens@schoolsafety.us
mailto:taregger@earthlink.net
mailto:mldarpino@gmail.com
mailto:tsasaki@parks.ca.gov
mailto:donaldo.palaroan@edcgov.us
mailto:john.kahling@edcgov.us
mailto:teresa.limon@dot.ca.gov
mailto:arthur.murray@dot.ca.gov
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/


mailto:wmagrath@Mcdonaldcarano.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:tevans@rancho.net
mailto:davecoward@aol.com
mailto:jowens@boisestate.edu
mailto:npike@npike.com
mailto:dickrenard@gmail.com
mailto:lee@schweichler.com
mailto:ronaldstephens@schoolsafety.us
mailto:wmagrath@Mcdonaldcarano.com
mailto:taregger@earthlink.net
mailto:mldarpino@gmail.com
mailto:maperanch@aol.com
mailto:sblyons@aol.com
mailto:wmagrath@Mcdonaldcarano.com








http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/people/william-a-s-magrath-ii/
http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/
http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/vcards/wmagrath.vcf
https://www.linkedin.com/in/billmagrath
http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/
http://www.mcdonaldcarano.com/nevada_business_law.html


mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:michaelsnead@directcon.net
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org


mailto:michaelsnead@directcon.net


mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:michaelarudis@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.com
mailto:info@tahoebike.org
mailto:asass@cityofslt.us
mailto:darciecollins@keeptahoeblue.org
mailto:jbarnwell@tahoedailytribune.com
mailto:sfoltz@tahoedailytribune.com






http://www.trpa.org/regional-plan/regional-transportation-plan/
http://www.trpa.org/regional-plan/regional-transportation-plan/
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:nancyjsmail@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org


mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
tel:(775)%20589-5208
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:nancyjsmail@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org




mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:ron@gotahoenorth.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:Ron@GoTahoeNorth.com
http://www.gotahoenorth.com/










mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:prdfree@gmail.com
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org


mailto:prdfree@gmail.com


https://eip.laketahoeinfo.org/Project/Summary/03.01.01.0018
https://eip.laketahoeinfo.org/Project/Summary/03.01.02.0074
http://www.trpa.org/wp-content/uploads/Appendix-B_Project-List-and-Revenue-Narrative.pdf
http://www.trpa.org/wp-content/uploads/Appendix-B_Project-List-and-Revenue-Narrative.pdf
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:trpa@trpa.org
mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mailto:alohagreg@sbcglobal.net
http://www.trpa.org/


mailto:mberyl@trpa.org
mberyl
Text Box
34: Placer County
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35: Placer County Air Pollution Control District
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39: South Lake Tahoe Recreation Facilities Joint Powers Authority Bicycle Advisory Committee
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40: South Shore Transportation Management Association
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42: Tahoe Area Sierra Club
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43: Tahoe Backcountry Alliance
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44: Tahoe Prosperity Center
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45: Tahoe Rim Trail Association
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46: Tamara Wallace
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49: Truckee North Tahoe Transportation Management Association 
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51: Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California
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