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TRPA’S 2007 REGIONAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND YOU


By 2007, barely three years from now, Tahoe’s Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) must adopt a revised regional plan.  It’s mandated in the bi-state compact that established TRPA.  But, there’s also another, more important (in my opinion), reason to reconsider the effectiveness of the current regional plan. 


The critical reason for having a TRPA is to stop the deterioration of Lake Tahoe and its watershed and, as much as possible, to restore them.  Still, in 17 years of doing business the current way, the lake’s famous water clarity has continued to decline.  So, developing a more effective regional plan is urgent.  And if it doesn’t work, the lake could be lost.


To do this important task, the Environmental Thresholds – the restoration targets, so to speak – must be thoroughly reevaluated.  Are they adequate, realistic, 

achievable?  If achieved, will the lake be restored?   Much more knowledge about the lake and watershed is needed to answer these questions.  Fortunately, research needed to acquire that knowledge is underway.


Obviously, the amended plan must aim to achieve the environmental thresholds.  And since the research is still ongoing, it’s going to be a tricky thing to incorporate that knowledge into a plan in only three years.  But, folks are serious about getting it done, and whatever is done is bound to be better than what we now have.


And, it’s not just TRPA that’s updating its codes and regulations.  California’s Lahontan Water Quality Control Board and Nevada’s Division of Environmental Protection are modifying their basin plans, incorporating a better way to tackle Tahoe’s water quality problem.  The Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit of the U.S. Forest Service is updating its forest plan.  These agencies also expect to have their updates ready in 2007.  Everyone is hoping that other agencies and political jurisdictions will also join in.  You can’t overestimate the importance of having all the basin’s agencies reading from the same page.


It’s a big job – a gigantic job.  A number of working groups and committees have been set up to insure coordination between agencies.  Outreach programs to inform and get input from the public are being developed.  The entire effort is called Pathway 2007.


According to Gordon Barrett, who heads up the regional plan amendment project at TRPA, 34 of the agency’s staff members are involved in this effort.  These folks are devoting from 25 to 50 percent of their time to the regional plan update – or a total of 22,000 hours for the year starting July 1, 2004.  


The cost for staff, this next year, Barrett notes, will be $680,000.  It’s a good guess that over the next three years, the cost will amount to some $22 million.  In addition, TRPA’s effort will be aided by 20 to 30 contractors.  For example, a consultant is developing a transportation model to be used as a foundation for a new transportation threshold.  Another consultant is devising ways for the public to help revise the regional plan.


This next year, TRPA will concentrate on evaluating its environmental thresholds, and if needed, modifying them.  This, in itself is a big, important job.  Over the following two years, according to Barrett, efforts will shift to developing ordinances and regulations needed to achieve those thresholds – and, we hope, restore the lake and watershed.


 What do you want the Lake and Basin to look like in 20 years?  What advice do you have about how TRPA should go about achieving their new thresholds?  Your answer might be: “TRPA doesn’t listen to me, so why bother?”  Well, think again.


TRPA needs your comments, according to Julie Regan, TRPA’s Communications Director.  Finding out what your vision is, and how you think TRPA should proceed, is an important part of Pathway 2007.  And Regan is busy developing a very ambitious outreach program to keep us informed and to elicit our ideas.  TRPA recognizes the reality that its constituents, both inside and outside the basin, must buy into the newly amended plan – or its success will be severely limited. 


 “Basically what we’re doing,” Regan explains, “is setting up a very multifaceted collaboration structure with different committees that people from the public can participate in over the next couple of years.  There are so many interested parties – inside Tahoe, outside Tahoe – that want to be a part of it.  We want to make sure that there’s an opportunity for everyone to be involved.  


“We’re trying to put together an application process – people could submit information about their interests and what areas they’d be interested in participating on and in.  We’re hoping that by the next two weeks we’ll put the application process together – and have articles in the newspapers and mailings to let people know about Pathway.”  


There’s much more to know about Pathway 2007.  So, keep tuned and we’ll cover the roles of the Forest Service, California’s Lahontan Water Quality Control Board and Nevada’s Division of Environmental Protection – and, about how you could be involved.


Comments?  Send them to basinwatch@sbcglobal.net 

