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F4 OTHER COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD 
Feedback on the Draft Program EIR was received from the following agencies and organization, 
whose comments are presented in the order shown below: 

• U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit 
(LTBMU) 

• California Department of Parks and Recreation, Sierra District (State Parks) 

• California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Lahontan RWQCB) 

• Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) 

• City of South Lake Tahoe Community Development Department (SLT) 

• Lake Tahoe Bicycle Coalition 
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Comment: Terri Marceron, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin 
Management Unit 
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Responses: Terri Marceron, U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit 

LTBMU-1 
The text of Section 2.3.1 has been revised as suggested. 

LTMBU-2 
The text of Section 2.3.2 has been revised as suggested. 

LTMBU-3 
A new Section 3.1.2.1 has been added to the Final Program EIR to include the recommended 
text. 

LTMBU-4 
Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 of the Final Program EIR have been revised to include the visual quality 
objectives of the LBTMU Land and Resource Management Plan (Forest Service 1988). 

LTMBU-5 
The text of Section 3.6.2 has been revised to include Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Caltrans complies with Section 106 requirements in accordance with its 
Programmatic Agreement with FHWA, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. 
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Comment: Ken Anderson, California Department of Parks and Recreation, Sierra District  
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Responses: Ken Anderson, California Department of Parks and Recreation, Sierra District  

State Parks-1 
The facilities, primarily the infiltration basins, identified in the Program EIR are preliminary, and 
their locations and design will be refined as the design of each segment advances. Effort has 
been made to design the Program to have minimal impact to existing sensitive resources and land 
uses. Caltrans will detail the number of facilities proposed for State Park properties and the 
affected square footage in subsequent project-specific documents. The preliminary plans show 
approximately 31 basins that are adjacent to the existing Caltrans right-of-way and that would 
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encroach into State Park boundaries. Construction of the basins and other facilities would require 
land acquisition or easements from State Parks. As for any landowner from whom property 
would need to be acquired, State Parks would be compensated for the value of the land, which 
would be determined during the right-of-way phase for the Program. In addition, as stated in 
Section 2.3.2, Caltrans would need to obtain an encroachment permit from State Parks. 

Although State Parks land would be acquired, no developed State Park facilities would be 
affected by any proposed basins. Impacts would be limited to undeveloped lands adjacent to the 
highway. No campgrounds, structures, roads, or other existing facilities would be affected, 
except for right-of-way fencing. In general, the proposed elements of this Program will all be 
located within Caltrans right-of-way or on acquired, directly adjacent lands. Developed State 
Park facilities such as campgrounds and recreational facilities are generally set back from the 
highway. This Program would not relocate any travel lanes closer to any State Park facilities. 
Installation of infiltration basins will require removal of vegetation, including some trees, but 
impacts will be minimized during further development of the design for each project segment. 
Vegetation affected during construction will be replaced wherever feasible once the infiltration 
basins and drainage facilities are in place. Where vegetation replacement might be incompatible 
with the new drainage facilities, planting or enhancement of adjacent or nearby areas will be 
proposed as part of the Program.  

State Parks-2 
The Program EIR does not identify the types of environmental documents or approvals 
potentially required, as that will be determined for each segment based on the types and 
magnitudes of potential impacts and whether they can be avoided. For purposes of CEQA, 
Categorical Exemptions would be prepared where the project segments meet the definition of a 
Categorical Exemption and all significant impacts are avoided by the Program (without 
mitigation). If Categorical Exemptions are not appropriate, Initial Studies/Negative Declarations 
will be prepared. None of the segments are anticipated to require an EIR at this time. This has 
been added to new Section 2.3.3. 

State Parks-3 
Prior to the close of the public review period for the Draft Program EIR, the responsible agency 
(California State Parks) would be required to provide the Lead Agency (Caltrans) with detailed 
performance standards for mitigation measures subject to State Parks jurisdiction. The 
performance standards must be limited to those that mitigate impacts subject to the jurisdiction 
of the responsible agency (California Public Resources Code Section 21080.6(c)). The 
responsible agency may be required to prepare a monitoring program for the recommended 
mitigation measures that are adopted by the lead agency (CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(f)). 
Moreover, when a project is of statewide, regional, or areawide importance, any transportation 
information resulting from the monitoring or reporting program must be submitted to the 
transportation planning agency in the region where the project is located. The need for a joint 
mitigation plan would be determined at the time each segment is advanced for specific 
environmental review and would be subject to the conditions stated above. 
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State Parks-4 
The Program EIR describes the potential for adverse or significant impacts from the proposed 
facilities, but any specific impacts would ultimately be identified at the time each project 
segment is advanced for further environmental review. Avoidance and minimization of 
significant impacts will be considered first, but if the impacts cannot be avoided, then mitigation 
will be considered and identified. Off-site mitigation will be considered if avoidance, 
minimization, and on-site mitigation are not possible. 

The construction of 31 proposed facilities (primarily infiltration basins) on State Park property 
will require an encroachment permit and compensation for the fair market value of the property. 
There is a potential that construction of these basins may require removal of vegetation 
(including trees) or result in changes to the visual setting and drainage patterns. Impacts to 
specific resources at any of the locations proposed for Program facilities will be determined 
during final environmental review of each project segment. (Some environmental studies, 
including field surveys, have been completed and are documented in the Program EIR.) Every 
effort will be made to avoid impacts to identified sensitive resources and land uses by modifying 
the shape, size, or location of the proposed drainage facilities. It is anticipated that most, if not 
all, significant impacts can be avoided or minimized.  

In general, the proposed infiltration basins will be allowed to revegetate to an extent that does 
not interfere with the performance of the basin. Plantings and revegetation will be provided, if 
appropriate, to screen the perimeter of the basins and/or to replace trees and vegetation removed 
for Program construction. The basins will be on the edge of the existing State Park lands, where 
they border the state highways, and are not expected to interfere with active recreational use of 
the State Park facilities. 

State Parks-5 
Caltrans will coordinate with State Parks concerning any tree removal and planting on State 
Parks property. As described in previous responses, Caltrans will minimize tree removal and loss 
of visual resources. Replacement planting will be provided for the trees that need to be removed. 
Visual impacts of Program facilities are discussed in Section 3.3.3. Visual impacts will also be 
evaluated and specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures identified when each 
project segment is advanced for further design and environmental review. 

State Parks-6 
See the Response to Comment State Parks-4. 

State Parks-7 
Visual impacts of Program facilities are described in Section 3.3.3 of the Program EIR. More 
specific environmental review, including visual resources assessments, will be completed for 
each project segment. Off-site mitigation will be considered if avoidance, minimization, and on-
site mitigation are not possible.  

Representative views of typical drainage basin facilities have been added to the Final Program 
EIR as Figures 3.3-3G, 3.3-3H, 3.3-3I, and 3.3-3J.  
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Caltrans roadway and drainage facilities will incorporate design elements or improvements that 
do not degrade current views. Scenic values will be enhanced to the extent possible given the 
scope of work. Infiltration basins and swales will be designed to blend with existing terrain, and 
sand vaults and traps will be minimally visible. 

State Parks-8 
Encroachment permits, land acquisition, and/or easements would have to be obtained and agreed 
upon between State Parks and Caltrans for construction of Program facilities on park lands. All 
specific mitigation, minimization, and avoidance measures will be defined and developed as 
required during each project’s environmental approval process. 

State Parks-9 
The Lake Tahoe Golf Course is adjacent to US 50 Segment 1. No Program features are proposed 
within the golf course, and no significant impacts to the golf course are anticipated. Specific 
impacts, if any, would be determined during the design and environmental review for US 50 
Segment 1. 

State Parks-10 
See the Responses to Comment State Parks-5 and State Parks-8.  

State Parks-11 
All utility locations in the immediate vicinity of construction will be determined during the final 
design for each project segment. Major relocations of utilities are not anticipated.  

State Parks-12 
See the Response to Comment State Parks-8. 

State Parks-13 
The Lake Valley State Recreation Area and Lake Tahoe Golf Course are identified in Section 
3.1.1.7 as part of the description of the Program’s environmental setting. No impacts to the 
recreation area or golf course are identified in the Program EIR. Also see the Response to 
Comment State Parks-9. 

Specific impacts, if any, to the proposed bicycle path and utility line would be determined during 
the environmental review of each project segment. 

State Parks-14 
See the Response to Comment State Parks-8. 
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State Parks-15 
See the Responses to Comments State Parks-4 and State Parks -5.  

State Parks-16 
As stated in the Response to Comment State Parks-4, the proposed facilities would be located 
adjacent to US 50 and SR 89 on lands not typically used for active recreation.  

State Parks-17 
Caltrans will obtain an encroachment permit or easement from State Parks. See Response to 
Comment State Parks-8 in regard to the need for a mitigation plan. 

State Parks-18 
Caltrans will work with property owners to determine the best locations for staging of Program 
equipment and materials during the design of individual segments. 

State Parks-19 
See the Response to Comment State Parks-7. Section 3.3.4 describes several measures that will 
avoid, minimize, or mitigate the visual impacts of Program facilities. There will not be a total 
and permanent loss of visual quality at the basin locations. Vegetation will have to be removed to 
construct the facilities, and trees that cannot be avoided will be removed. However, the 
excavated and shaped basins will be allowed to revegetate to an extent that does not interfere 
with the basins’ function. 

State Parks-20 
The paving of existing roadside turnouts will improve water quality by minimizing further 
erosion. These existing turnouts are hardpacked earth along the edge of the constructed highways 
and are not considered natural forest ground. The edges of the roadway shoulders where new 
turnouts and pullouts would be constructed will be identified and described in the environmental 
documents for the individual project segments. 

State Parks-21 
Text has been added to the end of Section 3.3.4 to include the measures requested.  

Regarding the comment on disclosure of impacts and mitigation from moving the bike trail, any 
potential changes to bicycle trails resulting from the proposed Program would be evaluated 
during the environmental review and design of individual segments. 

State Parks-22 
Areas where roadside pullouts and maintenance areas will be paved as part of the Program will 
be defined by project segment. Maps in the environmental documents for each segment will 
illustrate these and other Program features. 
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State Parks-23 
It is anticipated that visual impacts from the Program can be avoided or mitigated to levels that 
are less than significant, and therefore the CEQA checklist (Appendix C) was not changed. The 
environmental documents for the each project segment will address segment-specific impacts. 
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Comment: Robert Erlich, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region 
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Responses: Robert Erlich, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan 
Region 

LRWQCB-1 
This is a Program EIR that addresses the environmental impacts from a group of water quality 
improvement projects to be undertaken along US 50 and SR 89. The individual projects 
comprising this Program consist of BMPs that will result in overall improvements to water 
quality, and each will be addressed in more detail in project segment-specific environmental 
documents. The improvement measures described in the Program EIR are considered practicable 
and effective based on previous pilot testing and research conducted by Caltrans.  

This document describes the overall construction impacts from the Program and how they will be 
managed. Each project segment will require approval from the Lahontan RWQCB. If the 
individual projects require consideration of additional types of water quality improvements, 
Caltrans will revisit the BMPs and best available technologies (BATs) proposed if they are 
practicable and can provide enhanced water quality benefits. 

LRWQCB-2 
Caltrans has researched a range of technologies and treatment measures that could be 
implemented in the Tahoe Basin to comply with the NPDES requirements. Pilot treatment 
facilities have been constructed along Caltrans highways, including in the Tahoe Basin, and 
studies are continuing to determine the effectiveness of different BMPs. If these studies identify 
BMPs that provide greater water quality benefits and can be implemented in the time frame 
necessary for this Program, they will be considered. Current BMPs approved for the state 
highway system are identified in the Storm Water Quality Handbooks: Project Planning and 
Design Guide (Caltrans 2007a). New technologies or treatments can be proposed as pilot BMPs 
by Caltrans District 3, but they must be reviewed and approved by the Storm Water Advisory 
Teams and Caltrans Headquarter functional units. The purpose of proposing a pilot BMP would 
be to evaluate it under varying site conditions, but on a limited basis, with further deployment of 
the technology dependent on the outcome of the pilot program. Therefore, the Final Program EIR 
has been modified on pages 2-1 and 2-2 to state that the Program is not limited to the 
improvements listed, but new technologies would have to undergo evaluation consistent with 
Caltrans planning and design guidelines before being implemented on a wide-scale basis. This 
process would have to be accomplished within the time frame of the proposed Program in order 
for the new technologies to be included and constructed in the individual segments.  

LRWQCB-3 
The Responses to Comments LRWQCB-1 and LRWQCB-2 discuss Caltrans’ selection of BMPs 
for this Program and the use of alternative, nonapproved BMPs (Comments 3a, 3d). The 
approval and implementation of this Program does not preclude future use of alternative BMPs, 
BATs, and/or nonstructural BMPs (e.g., de-icing or snow removal). However, nonapproved pilot 
projects are not considered as feasible alternatives as they cannot be implemented at this time. 
The specific locations of BMPs (Comment 3c) will be specifically addressed in each project 
segment’s technical documentation. At the Program level, Caltrans has attempted to site BMPs at 
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places where they will be effective and where their installation will minimize impacts on 
vegetation, soils, SEZs, or other sensitive areas.  

Comment 3b concerns the selection of BMPs and questions the role of construction costs versus 
maintenance costs in their selection. Caltrans has researched a range of technologies and 
treatment measures that could be implemented in the Tahoe Basin to comply with the NPDES 
requirements. Both construction and long-term maintenance costs are developed by the Caltrans 
functional units and considered during the project development and selection process. 

LRWQCB-4 
See the Responses to Comments LRWQCB-1 and LRWQCB -2. 

LRWQCB-5 
A discussion of vector control has been added to the Final Program EIR in new Section 3.14. 

LRWQCB-6 
See the Response to Comment LRWQCB-3. 

LRWQCB-7 
Text was added to Table S-1 (Land Use) and page 2-1 to identify the potential for traffic impacts 
related to facility maintenance, but also notes that maintenance turnouts will be installed as part 
of the Program. 

LRWQCB-8 
Text was added to the Table S-1 (Water Quality) and Section 3.2.4 regarding use of temporary 
BMPs for dewatering or diversion of storm water flow during construction. 

LRWQCB-9 
Development of each project segment will emphasize avoidance of impacts to wetlands, other 
waters of the U.S., and SEZs. The Program EIR includes estimates of areas that could be affected 
based on preliminary plans. Each segment’s environmental document will address the affected 
areas based on additional development of the project design.  

LRWQCB-10 
Table S-1 (Geology) was modified to include impacts from cut and fill slopes, brow ditches, and 
other drainage facilities. Large vaults are not proposed. 
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LRWQCB-11 
Avoidance of wetland impacts will be a high priority when designing the individual project 
segments. This will include redesign or relocation of proposed treatment facilities to avoid 
wetlands. See the Response to Comment LRWQCB-2 regarding the use of nonapproved BMPs. 

LRWQCB-12 
The last sentence of Section S.4.4 was modified as suggested. 

LRWQCB-13 
Text discussing the requirements of the Tahoe Construction NPDES General Permit and Waste 
Discharge Requirements was added to Section 1.4.3. 

LRWQCB-14 
The bullet list in Section 2.1 has been revised to include new cut and fill slopes. The words 
“where feasible” have been added to the bullet describing sheet flow. The maps do not show 
sheet flow spreading areas as they were not specifically defined at the Program EIR stage of 
design. 

LRWQCB-15 
The text of Section 2.1 has been revised to refer to the May 2007 handbook and to discuss 
approved and pilot BMPs.  

LRWQCB-16 
The reference to Lake Tahoe as impaired by sediment and nutrients, and road sand as a 
recognized pollutant, was added to Section 3.2.1.3. 

LRWQCB-17 
Table 3.2-1 has been revised as suggested.  

LRWQCB-18 
References to the General Construction Permit, Board Order, and nondegradation objective were 
added to Section 3.2.2.2 as suggested. 

LRWQCB-19 
A sentence was added to the end of the discussion of dewatering activities in Section 3.5.4.6 to 
differentiate between clear water diversions and dewatering of construction areas.  
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LRWQCB-20 
The first two sentences of Section 3.10.3.1, “Groundwater Seepage,” have been deleted. The 
remaining text was revised to include seepage from road cuts. 

LRWQCB-21 
The locations of facilities in the Draft Program EIR are considered preliminary. They will be 
updated as the design for each project segment advances. 

LRWQCB-22 
The CEQA checklist has been revised to identify the biological resource items as “Less than 
significant impacts with mitigation” because the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
Caltrans would employ would minimize impacts on biological resources. A mandatory finding of 
significance was therefore not indicated. 

LRWQCB-23 
Treatment BMPs will be required of the Program and constructed, and the Program cannot be 
permitted without them. It was therefore assumed that treatment BMPs are an element of the 
Program and that water quality objectives would be met and maintained.  
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Comment: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 
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Responses: Tahoe Regional Planning Agency 

TRPA-1 
The EIP numbers have been revised as suggested in Sections S.1 and 1.4.2. The following text 
was added to Section S.1: “TRPA approval is required for all water quality treatment projects.” 

TRPA-2 
Neither bicycle lanes nor scenic improvements are part of this Program. The purpose of this 
Program is to improve the quality of storm water runoff from US 50 and SR 89 within the project 
segments.  

TRPA-3 
Construction noise will be associated with daytime and nighttime activities due to the need to 
address traffic management issues associated with lane closures during the day. Nighttime 
construction activities will be minimized to the extent possible. Based on a review of the 
proposed construction activities and schedules for the projects included in the Program EIR, it is 
not anticipated that construction activities will violate TRPA’s CNELs or Caltrans’ instantaneous 
noise limits.  

TRPA-4 
The purpose of the Program is to improve the quality of storm water runoff from US 50 and SR 
89 in the project segments. In meeting this purpose, Caltrans will widen shoulders, pave turnouts, 
and incorporate other highway improvements within the Program limits where feasible. These 
improvements may result in incidental and minor indirect benefits to traffic flow, such as 
providing additional shoulder space to accommodate disabled vehicles that might otherwise 
block the roadway. The Program is not intended to increase capacity on US 50 or SR 89. 
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TRPA-5 
Section S.4.2 has been modified as suggested. 

TRPA-6 
The EIP numbers listed in Section 1.4.2 have been revised as suggested. In Section 1.4.3, the 
reference to the Storm Water Quality Handbooks: Project Planning and Design Guide was 
updated to 2007. 

TRPA-7 
See the Response to Comment TRPA-2 in regard to bicycle facility improvements. 

The proposed facilities will comply with current TRPA requirements. Where drainage facilities 
affect driveways, they will be restored to their pre-existing condition. This Program does not 
include changes to driveway access, as this can involve extensive reconstruction of roadway 
surfaces and even installation of frontage roads to consolidate driveway access to the state 
highways. This is not a purpose of the Program. 

TRPA-8 
Installation of bicycle lanes is not a part of this Program. 

TRPA-9 
The traffic data presented in Section 3.1.1.6 of the Draft Program EIR were based on the Project 
Study Reports for US 50 and SR 89 (Caltrans 2003c, 2003d; see Table 2, Traffic Projections, in 
both reports). Current published traffic volumes have been added to the text of the Final Program 
EIR. 

TRPA-10 
Any past projects within the limits of the proposed Program were subject to environmental 
review and approval during their design and implementation and are outside the scope of this 
Program EIR. 

TRPA-11 
Text was added to Section 3.1.1.7 regarding additional existing bicycle use and constraints on 
the highways within the Program limits. The need for bicycle lanes was not included as this is 
not a purpose of the Program.  

TRPA-12 
The text of Section 3.1.3.1 identified in the comment has been modified as follows: 

“Therefore, all segments along the two highways affected by the Program would be the same as 
they were prior to construction in terms of motorized traffic flow and access to existing parcels.”  
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The purpose of the Program is to improve the quality of storm water runoff. Bike lanes are not 
included in the Program’s purpose and need; therefore the statement about improving bicycle 
lanes was not included. 

TRPA-13 
The following text has been added to Section 3.1.3.1, under Land Use Planning/Community 
Cohesion: 

“The Program, in implementing elements of several EIP projects, installing BMPs, and 
improving runoff quality water from state highways, reflects the social value placed on 
protecting the natural resources of the Lake Tahoe Basin.” 

Section 3.1.3.1, under “Long-Range Planning,” already states that the Program is consistent with 
planning in its purpose of improving water quality. 

TRPA-14 
The Program will not involve acquisition of right-of-way for bicycle or pedestrian facilities, and 
therefore the suggested change to Section 3.1.3.1 was not made. 
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Comment: Christian Svensk, City of South Lake Tahoe Community Development 
Department 
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Responses: Christian Svensk, City of South Lake Tahoe Community Development 
Department 

SLT-1 
Caltrans acknowledges the City of South Lake Tahoe as a responsible agency.  
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SLT-2 
Section 3.1.2.4 of the Final Program EIR has been revised to discuss the South Tahoe 
Redevelopment Implementation Plan (January 2005 through December 2009) for Project Area 
No. 1 (South Tahoe Redevelopment Agency 2005) and the Triangle Project. Section 3.1.3.1 has 
been amended to discuss the potential impact from a basin proposed as part of the Program that 
is adjacent to the South Tahoe Redevelopment Agency parcels identified in this comment. 

The proposed Program is intended to satisfy water quality improvement requirements of the EIP, 
adopted as a result of Presidential Executive Order 13057; permit requirements of the NPDES; 
and effluent limitations of the LRWQCB’s Basin Plan. Any redevelopment effort undertaken by 
the City of South Lake Tahoe or any other entity will be subject to similar water quality permit 
requirements, regardless of how the requirements affect the perceived efficacy of the 
redevelopment project.  

At the time this Program EIR was being prepared, only conceptual, proposed facility locations 
had been identified. As stated in Section 1.1, the design and implementation of Program 
improvements will undergo further evaluation as field studies, design, and planning advance. 
The environmental documents for each project segment will contain more detailed information, 
including Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs), about where full or partial parcel acquisitions are 
needed. In addition, the environmental documents for each project segment will provide detailed 
information about the number, size, and configuration of drainage features. More detailed 
information will be provided in the environmental documents for the individual project 
segments.  

The two parcels described in Comments SLT-2, SLT-3, and SLT-4 are in the Triangle Project 
Area, which is part of the South Tahoe Redevelopment Project No. 1 plan area. As described in 
the South Tahoe Redevelopment Agency Implementation Plan, the Triangle Project is a 6-acre 
area that would serve as the entry to the completed Heavenly Village Project and proposed 
convention center. The plan envisions a combination of commercial and residential development, 
including hotels, with new streetscape features such as lighting and landscaping. According to 
the plan, no tentative schedule for the project has been developed.  

The two parcels in question (APNs 029-170-01 and 029-170-02) are avoided by the proposed 
basin shown in the maps in Appendix A of the Program EIR. The proposed basin is located on an 
adjacent parcel (APN 029-170-03) that is occupied by two commercial businesses. A large 
portion of this parcel is vacant. The proposed basin would have to be located in the vacant 
portion of the parcel and avoid the two existing commercial businesses to prevent land use 
conflicts. This information has been added to Section 3.1.3.1. The South Tahoe Redevelopment 
Agency would be consulted during further planning for the drainage facilities on this parcel. 

SLT-3 
See the Response to Comment SLT-2. 

SLT-4 
See the Response to Comment SLT-2. 
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SLT-5 
The three projects described in the comment have been added to Table 3.12-1.  

SLT-6 
Sections S.5 and 2.3.2 have been revised to state that the City of South Lake Tahoe has some 
design and review authority over the Program. 

SLT-7 
The text of Sections S.5 and 2.3.2 have been revised to state that encroachment permits must be 
obtained from the City of South Lake Tahoe.  
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Comment: Ty Polastri, Lake Tahoe Bicycle Coalition 
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Response: Ty Polastri, Lake Tahoe Bicycle Coalition 

LTBC-1 
The proposed Program’s purpose is to implement permit requirements related to water quality 
improvements on segments of SR 89 and US 50. The Program does not include funding or 
scheduling to complete bicycle facilities. The proposed improvements would not preclude a 
future project from widening SR 89 or US 50. Widening the roadway would require significant 
roadwork, including relocation of drainage systems and other utilities and regrading of the road 
to support drainage. Relocation of sand traps, vaults, and drainage systems would be a small 
element of such a project and is unlikely to significantly affect its feasibility. 

 

 

 




