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Public Comment
Pesticide Prohibition BPA
Deadline: 3/1/12 by 12:00 PM

R ECEIVE [)

Feb 20,2012 :
Fax tor 916.341-5620 02-21-2012
TO: Jeanine Townsend, Clerk to the State Water Board i
SURI: “Comment Letter — Pesticide Prohibition Basin Plan Amendment
Note: Deadline Letter, Fax, e-mail by March 1, 2012,

12:00 noon. Pubhic Comment

Dear Jeanine, -

T have been a full-time resident of Tahoe Keys Property Owner’s Asscciation since
1988, and am currently serving on the TKPOA Board of Directors (since 2008).

The Lahontan Water Control Board Staff recently passed an amendment allowing
exemptions to the prohibition of aquatic herbicides in Lake Tahoe.

Representing the TKPOA approximately 1530 homeowners, [ have spoken to a number
of them. Many feel that the invasive aquatic weed species need to be controlled, and
that the channels are being maintained with our weed harvesters.

My concern, as a representative of our homeowners, is the Lahontan response to
comments letter November 23, 2011 (copy enclosed). Quote from Lahontan:

“There is a chance that the use of pesticides may effect the water quality of the
Tahoe Kevs wells.”

Our Tahoe Keys water is and has been an asset and treasure to our Association, and of
utmost importance to the individual homeowners who spoke to me on this subject. I
support and thank the State Water Board for their expertise on this decision.

Singerely, - 2.
g  ipee 728
obbie Canepa (Board Director, TKPOA)
Advisor for St. Moritz Subdﬁ,vision
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" or pesticides in these Ingoons wiglht have on these wells, Jocated in a dowsward frjeciory of tie]"

“using the Tahoe Keys lngoons for daily water recrention, including myself, fnmily. puests, and

. Comments

November (4, 2011 i

California Regional Water Quatity Conirel Board
Lahomtan Region

2501 Luke Tahoe Bivd.

South Luke Tahos, CA 961580

Pudlic Comment - Proposad Amencuents 1o the Water Quglily Conurel Plan for the
pprion 10 Allow Pesticide Use in Lakd Tphoo

As aresident and homeowner in Tahoe Keys, wnll direct stekeholder who would be aftected by
proposed amendments referenced above, fike awhy homeowaurs in e area T have concerns
abowd e health efiects of such pestivide and herhivide use in Lake Tahoe and its adjoining
WIHOLS.

My concerns inclide the elose and immediptely adjoiniag proximity to lhe Tahoe Keys water
Iagoens of e three Tahve Keys water wells ihal provide potable water (o the 15004 * fomes
) businesses served by these wells and the possible effects that the imroduction of herbicides

Ingeons o be Wealed with these chemiculs, s tliere any chunce of propused herbicides so used
nffecting the woler guality of these water wells? g

Another concern is the heaith of swimmers, boaters, paddlebonrders, children, pets, anid oihers
pots. A the pesticides proposed 100% sl for sueh contact and oceasionad ingestion?

1 is pousonable 1o ask that use of pestivides, erbicides, and other chiemical reatmentsin Lake:
Tuboe and its acjeining waters be approvedt oaly upon study and cectiflcation by an wnrelated.
third-party, unbiased, disinterested, arms-length, centified lab that attests with no unceriaiaty thi
tyses of siwh chemicals wee 100% safe for husan, animal, and wildlite contuct and ingestion,
Some households m Lake Tahoe receive their drinking water directly and untrented from the
Inke's shotelines, Lake Tahoe's status s an Outstanding National Resource jnstifies the need for
exlraordinaey caee, caulion.and proteciion. 1 is reasonable 10 expect thut o [ulf Environmentl
Impuct Study examisny all aspeets of this amesdment change s in ordey, hefore stch proposed
amendments are enacled, : .

Sineerely,

B). Hodge , .
402 Wedeln €1, { .
South Lake Tohoe, CA S6130

BJH R1: There is a chance that the use of pesticides may
affect the water quality of the Tahoe Keys welis. It is
speculative to spacify the chance, given the range of factors
of influence associated with an individual project. A non-
exhaustive list of these factors includes pesticide properties,
ambient conditions, substrate, well depth, proximity, and
pump rate. Project proponents are required to provide
information on the pesticide proposed for use, including the
chemical composition, fate and transport, and risks to water
supplies. Proponents are also required to include water
suppliers in their public notification plans, including any water
use restrictions or precautions. Proponents will provide
potable drinking water where necessary.

BJH R2: it would aw.muooc_m_%o to assert that the pesticides

. proposed are 100% safe for such contact, as the proposed
: amendment to the Basin Plan does not specify what

vmu__o_amm3m<co _._moo_.‘ xm:._orfoncwmﬁ_._mnn_d_og
proponents disclose information to the Water Board, in
accordance with the required criteria specified in Attachment
2 of the SED. The Water Board then retains discretion to
approve or deny exempfion requests. If approved, project
proponents must provide notification to all potentially affected
parties using the water for any beneficial use, including
contact and non-contact recreation. Proponents must also

 follow a monitoring plan and mitigation plan to assure safe
compliance with permit requirements, protect the public, and
address potential impacts.






