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Wellness Fitness Computer Socials Art Hiking Travel Walking Committee Docent Bus Trips Dance Volunteer Estate Cultural Bingo Cards Comments
x x x x x x Music

x x x x Bowling
x x x Bowling

x x x x x Help with grocery shopping 
x x x x Yoga
x x x x x x x x x

x x Bike Trail on North Shore 
x x x x x x Bowling and Golf 

x x x x x x
x x
x x x x x x

x x x x x x x Build Beach Center and Bike Trails 
x x x x x x x Build Beach Center and Bike Trails, Seniors Volleyball

x x x x Biking, Environmental Education, Snowshoeing 
x x x x x x x Golf Trips, Bike Trails North Shore 

x x x x x x Golf Trips 
x x x x x x x x x x x x x Cooking Classes, Travel Speakers, Book Club 
x x x x x x x x x x x x x Cooking Classes, Travel Speakers, Book Club 

x x x x x
x x x x Boating Activities, power and padle 

x x x x x x Line Dancing
x x x x

x x x x x Golf
x x x x x x x x Golf

x x x x x x Care Service Sources 
x x x x x x x

x x x
x x x x x x x Sewing, Gardening, Chess, Bridge 

x x x x
x x x Literary Authors 
x x x Pot Luck, Senior's Tennis 

x x x x x x Visiting home bound seniors 
x x Yoga

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x Wants to be involved in Events Committee 
x x x x x

Development of the bike trail along the North Shore 
x x x x x x x x x x
x x x x x Swimming at a covered pool 

x x x x x x

x x x x x x x x x

x x x x x x Indoor Pool 
x x
x x x x x x x x

x x x x x x x x x x x x x Book Club 
x x x x

x x x x x x x Serve on Events Committee 
x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x Many Comments 
x x x x x x x Maybe Tea Dance…
x x x x x x x Maybe Tea Dance…

x x x x x x
x x x

x x x

12 25 32 31 17 23 20 22 13 10 23 23 7 6 26 9 16
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birthday.  Research by the American Association for Public 
Opinion Research (AAPOR) has shown that the most recent 
birthday method of household randomization produces almost 
identical results as the full household enumeration method of 
randomization, yet is less intrusive because the interviewer does 
not have to ask the first names of all adults living in the 
household.  Studies show that the next birthday method of 
randomization results in fewer refusals from potential 
respondents. 
 
A total of 400 interviews were completed over a nine week 
calling period.  The lengthy calling period was required to 
facilitate reaching numbers that required repeated calling (up to 
five times) to talk with a potential respondent.  A plethora of 
public opinion research shows that respondents who are difficult 
to reach are often different from easy to research respondents in 
terms of demographics as well as opinions.  Thus, extra calling 
effort was made to maximize the degree to which the telephone 
sample represents households in the NTPUD. 
 
Data Collection – Mail Survey 
The mail survey was included in the utility bills of NTPUD 
customers and mailed by NTPUD staff.  Of the more than 3,000 
mailed, 511 usable questionnaires were returned.  No follow-up 
efforts were employed to increase response rate. 
 
Data Entry and Coding 
A data codebook for the telephone survey was developed by Dr. 
James Fletcher to be utilized for entering responses from each 
telephone questionnaire into a database for statistical analyses. 
Data from the telephone survey were entered into a Microsoft 
Excel database, then imported into SPSS (Statistical Package for 
the Social Sciences) for analyses.   
 
A data codebook and Microsoft Excel database were developed 
by Dr. James Fletcher for NTPUD staff to utilize when entering 
data from the mail questionnaires.  Staff entered the data from all 
511 questionnaires into the database and provided Dr. Fletcher an 
electronic copy to utilize in data analysis.   
 
Data Analyses 
Data from the telephone and mail surveys was merged into an 
SPSS database for analysis.  Data were arranged in the database 
to permit comparisons within and between questions common to 
both surveys.   
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Frequency counts were computed for each of the survey questions 
(1) to check for out-of-range coding of responses (data entry 
errors) and (2) to determine the distribution of responses for each 
question.  Next, comparisons (crosstabulations) of key questions 
including household income, ethnicity, zip code, and household 
type.  Comparisons within each income group, ethnic group, zip 
code and household type were computed to identify similarities 
and differences. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
 
Findings Crosstabulations of household incomes, ethnicity, willingness to 

pay for facilities and services, local zip code, and household types 
revealed statistically significant differences between the response 
patterns in the telephone survey and the mail survey.  The 
following is a summary discussion of major differences between 
the findings from the telephone and the mail surveys. 
 

• The mail survey was found to under-represent North 
Tahoe residents with household incomes of less than 
$50,000 per year, and to over-represent residents with 
incomes of $125,000 or more (Table 1).  

• The mail survey had almost no representation from the 
Hispanic community (3.8%), while the telephone survey 
had 14.7% Hispanic respondents (Table 2).  In addition, 
47 households were identified as Spanish-speaking only in 
the telephone survey.  However, these households were 
not surveyed because of the cost of translating the survey 
into Spanish and a likely completion rate of no more than 
60% (about 28 interviews).  

• A significantly higher percentage of the telephone survey 
respondents said they were undecided regarding their 
willingness to pay to support facilities and programs they 
want added by the NTPUD (Table 3). 

• The mail survey over-represented respondents from the 
96140 zip code and under-represented respondents from 
the 96143 zip code (See Table 4) 

• A t-test between the mean (average) family sizes reported 
in the mail and telephone surveys revealed no statistical 
difference between the means (significance = .429).   

 
Since the mail survey data is not representative of the overall 
ethnic and income characteristics of NTPUD residents, the 
telephone survey data is reported when discussing overall 
findings for North Tahoe.  Thus, the mail survey data has been 
aggregated with the telephone survey data and only utilized to 
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describe findings for North Tahoe residents within a particular 
household income group or ethnic group. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 1. NTPUD household income crosstabulated by mail versus telephone survey data. 
 

Method of Data Collection  
Household Income Categories 

Recoded Telephone Survey Mail Survey 
Total 

  
Less than $50,000 99 45 144

  32.8% 12.3% 21.6%
 $50,000 - $124,999 142 179 321
  47.0% 48.9% 48.1%
 $125,000 or more 61 142 203
  20.2% 38.8% 30.4%
Total 302 366 668

 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Pearson chi-square significance = .000 
Note:  Total number of respondents does not equal 911 due to individual non-response on the 

income question on both the mail and telephone questions.  The percentage of non-
response was higher on the mail survey (28.4%) than on the telephone survey (24.4%).   

 
Table 2. Ethnicity of NTPUD residents and visitors who responded to the mail and 

telephone surveys. 
 

Method of Data Collection Ethnicity of Mail and Telephone 
Survey Respondents Telephone Survey Mail Survey 

Total 
  

White 319 405 724 
  85.3% 96.2% 91.1% 
Hispanic 55 16 71 
  14.7% 3.8% 8.9% 
Total 374 421 795 
  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Pearson chi-square significance = .000 
Note:  Total number of respondents does not equal 911 due to individual non-response on the 

ethnicity question on both the mail and telephone surveys.   
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Table 3. Willingness to pay to support facilities and programs they want added by NTPUD 
crosstabulated by method of data collection. 

 

Method of Data Collection Willingness of survey 
respondents to pay to support 
facilities and programs they 

want added by NTPUD Telephone Survey Mail Survey 
Total 

  
None 86 117 203 
  21.5% 22.9% 22.3% 
$10 to $20 63 90 153 
  15.8% 17.6% 16.8% 
$21 to $30 33 64 97 
  8.3% 12.5% 10.6% 
$31 to $40 23 30 53 
  5.8% 5.9% 5.8% 
More than $40 25 57 82 
  6.3% 11.2% 9.0% 
Not sure 170 153 323 
  42.5% 29.9% 35.5% 
Total 400 511 911 
  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Pearson chi-square significance = .001 
 
 
Table 4. Home zip codes of NTPUD residents who responded to the mail and telephone 

surveys. 
 

Method of Data Collection 
Home Zip Codes Telephone Survey Mail Survey 

96140 56 143 
  17.1% 31.2% 
96143 197 185 
  60.2% 40.4% 
96145 4 8 
 1.2% 1.7% 
96148 70 122 
 21.4% 26.6% 
Total 327 458 
  100.0% 100.0% 

Pearson chi-square significance = .01 
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Demographics of the 
Telephone Sample 

For purposes of describing overall survey respondent 
characteristics, the telephone survey is more representative than 
the mail survey.  The following is a summary of key demographic 
characteristics of telephone survey respondents. 
 

• Almost 80% were White and 13.8% were Hispanic (Table 
5). 

• About two-thirds (65.5%) of North Tahoe residents have 
lived in the area for more than 10 years (Table 6). 

• Just over half (52.4%) of the households surveyed had 
only one or two residents (Table 7). 

• More than 90% of the telephone survey respondents said 
they own a home in the Tahoe or Truckee area (Table 8). 

• The most prevalent household type in NTPUD is a 
household with two or more adults without children under 
18 years of age (Table 9). 

• Zip 96143 was the most prevalent local zip code in the 
phone survey followed by 96148 and 96140 (Table 10). 

• Almost a fourth (24.5%) of telephone survey respondents 
refused to provide their annual household income.  Of the 
ones who provided income information, about one-third 
(32.8%) of those who reported income said their 
household income was less than $50,000 per year, and 
47.0% reported incomes of $50,000 to $124,999.  The 
remaining 20.2% said they had annual household incomes 
of $125,000 or more (Table 11). 

_____________________________________________________ 
 

 
Ethnicities of NTPUD mail and telephone survey respondents 

 
Table 5.  Ethnicity of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Ethnicity Number Percent 
White 319 79.8% 
Hispanic or Latino 55 13.8% 
Asian/Pacific Islander 8 2.0% 
Other 1 0.3% 
Refused to Answer 17 4.3% 
TOTAL 400 100.2%* 
*Totals more than 100.0% due to rounding error. 
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Table 5a.  Ethnicity of NTPUD mail survey respondents. 
 

Ethnicity Number Percent 
White 405 79.3% 
Hispanic or Latino 16 3.1% 
Asian/Pacific Islander 12 2.3% 
Black/African-American 1 0.2% 
Other 4 0.8% 
Refused to Answer 73 14.3% 
TOTAL 511 100.0% 
 
Table 5b.  Ethnicity of NTPUD mail survey respondents (recoded to analyze White versus 

Hispanic only). 
 

Ethnicity Number Percent 
White 405 96.2% 
Hispanic or Latino 16 3.8% 
TOTAL 421 100.0% 
 
Table 6.  Number of years that telephone survey respondents have lived in the North Tahoe 

Public Utility District (n = 358). 
 

Number of Years of Residence in NTPUD Number Percent 
5 or less 65 18.2% 
6 to 10 58 16.3% 
11 to 15 42 11.8% 
16 to 20 52 14.5% 
21 to 25 43 11.9% 
26 to 30 39 10.8% 
31 or more 59 16.5% 
TOTAL 358 100.0% 
 
Table 7.  Household sizes of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Household Size Number Percent 
1 64 16.7% 
2 137 35.7% 
3 55 14.3% 
4 60 15.6% 
5 31 8.1% 
6 16 4.2% 
7 7 1.8% 
8 or more 14 3.7% 
TOTAL 393 100.1%* 
*Totals more than 100.0% due to rounding error. 
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Table 8.  Home ownership status of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Own or Rent a Home in the Tahoe/Truckee Area? Number Percent 
Own 362 90.7% 
Rent 37 9.3% 
TOTAL 399 100.0% 
 
Table 9.  Household types of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Household Types Number Percent 
One adult without children under 18 years of age 64 16.3% 
Two or more adults without children under 18 years of age 190 48.3% 
One adult with one or more children under 18 years of age 8 2.0% 
Two adults with one or more children under 18 years of age  84 21.4% 
Three or more adults with one or more children under 18  47 12.0% 
TOTAL 393 100.0% 
 
Table 10.  Local postal zip codes of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Postal Zip Codes Number Percent 
96140 56 16.9% 
96143 197 59.3% 
96145 4 1.2% 
96148 70 21.1% 
96161 4 1.2% 
96191 1 0.3% 
TOTAL 332 100.0% 
 
Table 11.  Annual household incomes of NTPUD telephone survey respondents. 
 

Annual Household Income Number Percent 
Under $20,000 13 3.3% 
$20,000 to $29,999 27 6.8% 
$30,000 to $39,999 26 6.5% 
$40,000 to $49,999 33 8.3% 
$50,000 to $59,999 23 5.8% 
$60,000 to $74,999 39 9.8% 
$75,000 to $99,999 43 10.8% 
$100,000 to $124,999 37 9.3% 
$125,000 to $149,999 15 3.8% 
$150,000 to $199,999 9 2.3% 
$200,000 or more 37 9.3% 
Refused to Answer 98 24.5% 
TOTAL 400 100.5%* 
*Totals more than 100.0% due to rounding error. 
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Most Frequently Used 
Park or Recreation 
Facility 

Mail and telephone survey respondents were asked which park or 
recreation facility they used most often in the North Tahoe area 
during the year prior to the survey.  As shown in Table 12, Kings 
Beach State Recreation Area, North Tahoe Regional Park, and 
Tahoe Vista Recreation Area are the three facilities that were 
most frequently used by the largest percentages of NTPUD 
residents.   
 
An analysis of the facilities most frequently used by ethnicity 
(White versus Hispanic) revealed that Kings Beach State 
Recreation Park was the most frequently used by both ethnic 
groups.  However, North Tahoe Regional Park was the second 
most frequently used by Whites, while Tahoe Vista Recreation 
Area was the second most frequently used by Hispanics.   
 
Frequency of use of the three top facilities by income categories 
revealed that North Tahoe Regional Park is more heavily used by 
members of households with annual incomes of $50,000 or more 
than those with less than $50,000 (Table 13).  Kings Beach State 
Recreation Park is more heavily utilized by members of 
households with annual incomes of $125,000 or more than by 
those with less than $125,000 annual household incomes. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 12.  North Tahoe park or recreation facility most often used during the past year 

(telephone survey only – n = 400). 
 

North Tahoe Park or Recreation Facility Number Percent 
Kings Beach State Recreation Park 153 38.3% 
North Tahoe Regional Park 72 18.0% 
Tahoe Vista Recreation Area 57 14.3% 
Sand Harbor State Park 10 2.5% 
Incline Village Recreation Center 10 2.5% 
Patton Landing 8 2.0% 
U.S. Forest Service Local Trails 7 1.8% 
Commons Beach 4 1.0% 
Coon Street Boat Launch 3 0.8% 
North Tahoe Beach 3 0.8% 
Lake Tahoe Beaches 3 0.8% 
Emerald Bay State Park 2 0.5% 
Truckee Regional Park 2 0.5% 
Sugar Pine Point State Park 1 0.3% 
Squaw Valley Park 1 0.3% 
Pomin Park 1 0.3% 
Skylandia Park 1 0.3% 
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North Tahoe Park or Recreation Facility Number Percent 
Tahoe City Squaw Bike Trails 1 0.3% 
Donner Memorial Park 1 0.3% 
Lake Forest Boat Ramp 0 0.0% 
Donner Lake 0 0.0% 
Other 22 5.5% 

Cornelian Bay 5 1.3% 
Moon Dune Beach 4 1.0% 
North Tahoe Conference Center 3 0.8% 
Sandy Beach 2 0.5% 
North Star 2 0.5% 
Agatam 1 0.3% 
River View 1 0.3% 
Speedboat Beach 1 0.3% 
Tahoe City Boat Ramp 1 0.3% 
Nordic Center Trails 1 0.3% 
Mountain Bike Trails 1 0.3% 

None of the Areas 37 9.3% 
 
 
Table 13.  North Tahoe park or recreation facility most often used during the past year 

crosstabulated by annual household incomes (combined mail and telephone 
survey respondents – n = 668). 

 

Annual Household Income Range North Tahoe Park or 
Recreation Facility <$50,000 $50,000 - $124,999 $125,000 or more 

Kings Beach State Recreation 
Park 

47.2% 49.2% 58.1% 

North Tahoe Regional Park 25.0% 44.5% 40.9% 
Tahoe Vista Recreation Area 23.6% 24.6% 30.0% 

 
 
Participation in 
Recreation Activities 
Around Lake Tahoe 

Mail and telephone survey respondents were asked how many 
days in the past year they and other members of their households 
participated in recreation activities in the North Tahoe Public 
Utility District or other areas around the Lake Tahoe Area.  Table 
14 displays each activity by category, percentage of households 
with one or more persons who participated in each activity at least 
one time, and the average (mean) number of days of participation 
by North Tahoe residents.  Activities within each category of 
activity are arrayed from the highest percentage of households 
with at least one day of participation to the lowest percentage.  
The activity with the highest participation rate was swimming at 
beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams (77.7% participation rate) 
followed by hiking (67.4% participation rate).  Other activities 
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with high participation rates include mountain biking (41.8%), 
resort skiing/snowboarding (40.2%), kayaking (35.5%), snow 
skiing/snowboarding (33.8%), and going to a playground or tot 
lot with children (32.7%). 
 
When comparisons of activity participation rates for the most 
popular activities were made between higher income households 
($125,00 or more) and lower income households (less than 
$50,000) several similarities and differences were identified 
(Table 15).  For the top eight activities, participation rates were 
significantly higher for six among higher income households, and 
statistically the same for two (resort skiing/snowboarding and 
going to playgrounds and tot lots with children). 
 
An analysis of recreation activity participation by Whites versus 
Hispanics revealed significantly different participation in certain 
activities (Table 16).  For example, Hispanics have significantly 
higher participation rates than Whites in the following: 
 

• Swimming at beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams 
• Playing organized soccer 
• Playing organized basketball 
• Playing informal soccer 
• Playing informal basketball 
• Visiting playgrounds or tot lots with children 

 
In contrast, Whites have significantly higher participation rates in 
the following: 
 

• Kayaking 
• Hiking 
• Mountain biking 
• Snow skiing/snowboarding 
• Resort skiing/snowboarding 

_____________________________________________________ 
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Table 14.  Recreation activity participation by households in the North Tahoe area during 
the year prior to the mail and telephone surveys. 

 

 
Recreation Activity Participation Around the 

North Tahoe Area During the Past Year 

Percent of Households 
with One or More 

Persons Who 
Participated 

Average Number 
of Days of 

Participation This 
Past Year 

Watersports   
Swimming at beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams 77.7% 23.97 
Kayaking 35.5% 6.38 
Water skiing 20.6% 3.84 
Swimming in public pools for recreation, 
exercise or lessons 

12.6% 5.59 

Jet skiing 8.7% 1.04 
Sailing 7.9% 1.32 
Paragliding 3.6% .51 
Paddleboating 3.5% .22 
Snowsports   
Resort skiing/snowboarding 40.2% 17.23 
Snow skiing/snowboarding 33.8% 17.09 
Snowshoeing 29.3% 5.42 
Sledding 27.8% 3.37 
Cross-country skiing/snowboarding 25.8% 8.43 
Snowmobiling 13.0% 3.20 
Backcountry skiing/snowboarding 9.5% 3.32 
Winter camping 2.2% .25 
   
Outdoor Adventure   
Hiking 67.4% 25.78 
Mountain biking 41.8% 11.82 
Camping 11.4% 1.79 
Trail running 10.9% 5.73 
Backpacking 9.1% 1.24 
Rock climbing 5.3% 1.18 
   
Conventional Sports - Organized   
Soccer 9.2% 8.49 
Tennis 6.0% 3.03 
Basketball 5.4% 3.36 
Baseball 4.2% 2.82 
Softball 3.3% 1.76 
Football 2.4% 1.78 
   
Conventional Sports - Informal   
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Tennis 13.1% 3.52 
Soccer 5.7% 3.28 
Basketball 4.8% 2.12 
Softball 2.4% .44 
Baseball 1.9% .36 
Football 0.9% .20 
Other   
Went to a playground or tot lot with children 32.7% 7.83 
Picnicked in developed sites at public parks 23.5% 3.17 
Roller blading/skate boarding for youth or adults 9.1% 4.43 
Disc golf 3.4% .47 
Rode BMX – Bicycle Motocross 2.6% 1.49 
Used senior services or programs 2.5% .28 
Volleyball 1.3% .39 
 
Table 15.  Similarities and difference in recreation participation rates by higher income 

versus lower income households in the North Tahoe area. 
 

 
 

Recreation Activity Participation Around the 
North Tahoe Area During the Past Year 

 
Participation by 
Households with 

Incomes of Less than 
$50,000 Annually 

Participation by 
Households with 

Incomes of 
$125,000 or More 

Annually 
Swimming at beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams 79.2% 87.2% 
Kayaking 21.5% 47.2% 
Hiking 62.5% 75.9% 
Mountain biking 28.5% 44.8% 
Snow skiing/snowboarding 14.6% 47.3% 
Resort skiing/snowboarding 41.0% 42.0% 
Snowshoeing 20.8% 33.0% 
Going to a playground or tot lot with children 33.3% 34.5% 
 
Table 16.  Similarities and difference in recreation participation rates by Hispanic versus 

White households in the North Tahoe area. 
 

Recreation Activity Participation Around the 
North Tahoe Area During the Past Year 

Hispanic 
Households 

White 
Households 

Swimming at beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams 90.1% 77.3% 
Kayaking 18.3% 37.7% 
Hiking 47.9% 69.3% 
Mountain biking 32.4% 39.2% 
Snow skiing/snowboarding 11.3% 34.5% 
Resort skiing/snowboarding 31.0% 41.3% 
Playing organized soccer 31.0% 7.3% 
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Playing organized basketball 18.3% 4.3% 
Playing informal soccer 26.8% 3.7% 
Playing informal basketball 11.3% 4.4% 
Going to a playground or tot lot with children 50.7% 31.2% 
 
 
Outdoor Recreation 
Facility That NTPUD 
Residents Would Most 
Like To See Added  

NTPUD survey respondents were provided a list of 29 outdoor 
recreation facilities and asked to indicate which one they would 
most like to see added by NTPUD to meet the recreation needs of 
their household.  As shown in Table 17, the top five facilities 
were: 
 

• Swimming pool for recreation or lessons 
• Dog park 
• Skateboard park 
• Dirt bike/mountain bike access trails 
• Ice rink 

 
A crosstabulation of responses for the swimming pool for 
recreation or lessons by ethnicity (White versus Hispanic) 
revealed that a significantly larger percentage of Hispanics 
(31.0%) said they prefer a pool than Whites (11.7%). 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 17.  Outdoor recreation facilities that NTPUD residents would most like to see added 

by NTPUD to meet the recreation needs of their households (telephone survey 
only – n = 400). 

 

Outdoor Recreation Facility Number Percent 
Swimming pool for recreation or lessons 58 14.5% 
Dog park 46 11.5% 
Skateboard park 37 9.3% 
Dirt bike/mountain bike access trails 18 4.5% 
Ice rink 13 3.3% 
Hiking/walking/jogging paths 9 2.3% 
Track and field 8 2.0% 
Soccer fields 7 1.8% 
Playgrounds/tot lots 7 1.8% 
Road bike trails 7 1.8% 
Storage dock for kayaks 4 1.0% 
BMX  3 0.8% 
Volleyball 3 0.8% 
Tennis courts 3 0.8% 
Swimming pool – competitive events 2 0.5% 
Picnicking/group facilities 1 0.3% 
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Disc golf 1 0.3% 
Kiting/windsurfing launch 1 0.3% 
Pocket parks 1 0.3% 
   

NOT SELECTED   
Outdoor basketball courts 0 0.0% 
Softball fields 0 0.0% 
Baseball fields 0 0.0% 
Football fields 0 0.0% 
Roller hockey facilities 0 0.0% 
Landing for paragliding 0 0.0% 
Band shell/outdoor concert stage/amphitheater 0 0.0% 
Campgrounds year-round 0 0.0% 
Gardens 0 0.0% 
 
 
Use of Indoor Facilities or 
Participation in Indoor 
Recreation Classes or 
Programs 

Telephone and mail survey respondents were asked if they used 
indoor recreation facilities or participated in indoor recreation 
classes or programs for youth or adults during the year prior to the 
surveys.  As shown in Table 18, 10.8% of the telephone survey 
respondents said they had participated in at least one program at 
least once in the year prior to the survey.  A crosstabulation of 
participation by annual household income (less than $50,000, 
$50,000 to $124,999, and $125,000 or more) revealed no 
statistically significant differences in participation rates.  Though 
non-participation was slightly higher among Hispanics (84.5% 
versus 78.9% for Whites), the difference was not statistically 
significant.  Thus, non-participation rates for Whites and 
Hispanics are equivalent. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 18.  Use of indoor recreation facilities or participation in indoor recreation classes or 

programs for youth and adults by one or more household members during the 
year prior to the survey (telephone survey only – n = 400). 

 

Frequency of Use/Participation Number Percent 
No use 355 89.2% 
Once a year 1 0.3% 
Once or twice a month or several times a year 8 2.0% 
Once a week or 3 to 4 times per month 9 2.3% 
More than once a week 25 6.3% 
TOTAL 398 100.1*% 
NOTE: Does not total 400 due to question non-response. 
*Exceeds 100.0% due to rounding error. 
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Indoor Recreation Facility 
That NTPUD Residents 
Would Most Like To See 
Added 

Telephone and mail survey respondents were provided a list of 
twelve possible indoor recreation facilities and asked to indicate 
which one they would most like to see added by NTPUD to meet 
the recreation needs of their household.  As shown in Table 19, 
37% said they did not want any additional indoor facilities.  
Another 36% said they wanted an indoor swimming pool, and 
21.8% said they wanted an indoor fitness center. 
 
A crosstabulation of preferences for the indoor swimming pool 
and the fitness center by household income group and by ethnicity 
revealed no significant differences in preferences by household 
income.  However, a significantly larger percentage of Hispanic 
respondents (28.2%) selected an indoor fitness center as 
compared with 18.1% of White respondents. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 19.  Indoor recreation facilities that NTPUD residents would most like to see added 

by NTPUD to meet the recreation needs of their households (telephone survey 
only – n = 400). 

 

Indoor Recreation Facility Number Percent 
None 148 37.0% 
Swimming pool 104 36.0% 
Fitness center 87 21.8% 
Teen and youth club facilities and programs 6 1.5% 
Indoor basketball court 6 1.5% 
Senior activity center 4 1.0% 
Activity center for classes 4 1.0% 
Library 3 0.8% 
Performing arts center 2 0.5% 
Gymnasium 2 0.5% 
Meeting facilities 0 0.0% 
Fine arts center 0 0.0% 
Warming huts 0 0.0% 
Other 33 8.3% 
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Participation in 
Recreation Programs 

Survey respondents were presented a list of seven recreation 
program types and asked to indicate how many times they and 
other members of their households participated in each one during 
the year prior to the survey.  The percent of telephone survey 
respondents who said they had participated in each type of event 
at least once during the past year is shown in Table 20.  Special 
community events; music, dance, performing arts; and, arts, crafts 
and cooking had the highest reported participation rates. 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 20.  Household participation in recreation programs in the Lake Tahoe area during 

the year prior to the survey (telephone survey only – n = 400). 
 

Recreation Program Number Percent 
Special community events 166 41.5% 
Music/dance/performing arts 112 28.0% 
Arts/crafts/cooking 59 14.8% 
Fitness/wellness/gymnastics 5 1.3% 
Organized competitive sports 3 0.8% 
Reading/language/personal development 2 0.5% 
Science/nature/environmental activities 0 0.0% 
 
 
Recreation Program, Class 
or Activity That NTPUD 
Residents Would Most 
Like To See Added 

Survey respondents were asked which recreation program, class 
or activity they would most like to see added by the North Tahoe 
Public Utility District to best meet the needs of their household.  
As shown in Table 21, a majority of the telephone survey 
respondents said they did not want any new programs, classes or 
activities added.  The four programs that were selected by the 
largest percentages of respondents were: 
 

• Dance instruction or classes 
• Yoga, meditation, or stress relief instruction or classes 
• Arts or crafts instruction or classes 
• Swimming lessons 

_____________________________________________________ 
 
Table 21.  Recreation program, class or activity that NTPUD residents would most like to 

see added by NTPUD to meet the recreation needs of their households (telephone 
survey only – n = 400). 

 

Recreation Program, Class or Activity Number Percent 
None 242 60.5% 
Dance instruction or classes 18 4.5% 
Yoga, meditation, or stress relief instruction or classes 14 3.5% 
Arts or crafts instruction or classes 14 3.5% 
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Swimming lessons 11 2.8% 
Outdoor concerts 9 2.3% 
Cooking instruction or classes 7 1.8% 
Pre-school care 5 1.3% 
Gymnastics instruction or classes 5 1.3% 
Golf 5 1.3% 
Computer/Web design classes or instruction 5 1.3% 
Baseball or softball 4 1.0% 
Aerobics, spinning, or fitness instruction classes 4 1.0% 
Teen programs 3 0.8% 
Music instruction or classes 2 0.5% 
Senior programs 2 0.5% 
Drama instruction or classes 1 0.3% 
Parenting classes 1 0.3% 
Camps for school-age children during school recess 1 0.3% 
Soccer 1 0.3% 
Tennis 1 0.3% 
Science or nature instruction or classes 1 0.3% 
Reading, language, spelling or writing instruction or classes 1 0.3% 
Music in regional parks 1 0.3% 
Other 42 10.5% 
   
NOT SELECTED   
Before or after school day care 0 0.0% 
Adult day care 0 0.0% 
Early childhood development classes 0 0.0% 
Volunteer programs 0 0.0% 
Martial arts classes 0 0.0% 
Football 0 0.0% 
Volleyball 0 0.0% 
Badminton 0 0.0% 
Personal development or business instruction or classes 0 0.0% 
Holiday/seasonal celebrations or fairs 0 0.0% 
Plays 0 0.0% 
Hybrid fuel incentives 0 0.0% 
Activities parking sticker 0 0.0% 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 19

Willingness to Pay for 
Facilities and Programs 

Telephone survey respondents were told that the North Tahoe 
Public Utility District residents are currently paying 
approximately $76.00 annually to assist in the funding of 
recreation facilities and services.  They were then asked to think 
about the recreation facilities or programs they would like to be 
added by NTPUD, and to indicate how much more they would be 
willing to pay to support these.  As shown in Table 22, 36.2% 
said they would be willing to pay at least $10 per month more, 
and 42.5% said they were undecided.  Of those who were 
undecided, many stated that their willingness to pay additional 
fees would depend on the specific program or facility for which 
the money would be utilized.  The remaining 21.5% of 
respondents said they were not willing to pay additional fees. 
 
A crosstabulation of willingness to pay by household income 
groups revealed that significantly higher percentages of 
respondents with household incomes below $50,000 were 
unwilling to pay additional fees or were undecided than 
respondents in the other two income categories (Table 23).  About 
half of respondents with household incomes of $50,000 or more 
said they are willing to pay at least $10 more in fees.  In addition 
a significantly larger percentage of Hispanic respondents (50.7%) 
said they were undecided than did White respondents (34.7%) 
(Table 24). 
_____________________________________________________ 

 
Table 22.  Additional amount that NTPUD residents would be willing to pay for recreation 

facilities or programs they would most like to see added by NTPUD to meet the 
recreation needs of their households (telephone survey only – n = 400). 

 

Additional Amount They Are Willing To Pay Number Percent 
None 86 21.5% 
$10 to $20 63 15.8% 
$21 to $30 33 8.3% 
$31 to $40 23 5.8% 
More than $40 25 6.3% 
Not Sure/Undecided 170 42.5% 
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TELEPHONE SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE 
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Table 23.  Willingness of NTPUD residents to pay an additional amount for recreation 
facilities or programs they would most like to see added by NTPUD to meet the 
recreation needs of their households crosstabulated by annual household income 
(telephone and mail surveys). 

 

Household income recoded 

 Willingness to Pay Recoded 
Less than 
$50,000 

$50,000 - 
$124,999 

$125,000 or 
more 

 
Total 

None 35 63 28 126 
 24.3% 19.6% 13.8% 18.9% 
$10 to $40 or more 51 166 102 319 
 35.4% 51.7% 50.2% 47.8% 
Unsure 58 92 73 223 
 40.3% 28.7% 36.0% 33.4% 
Total 144 321 203 668 
 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Pearson chi-square significance = .004 
 
Table 24.  Willingness of NTPUD residents to pay an additional amount for recreation 

facilities or programs they would most like to see added by NTPUD to meet the 
recreation needs of their households crosstabulated by ethnicity (White versus 
Hispanic) (telephone and mail surveys). 

 

Ethnicity 
 Willingness to Pay Recoded White Hispanic 

 
Total 

None 160 8 168 
 22.1% 11.3% 21.1% 
$10 to $40 or more 313 27 340 
 43.2% 38.0% 42.8% 
Unsure 251 36 287 
 34.7% 50.7% 36.1% 
Total 724 711 795 
 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Pearson chi-square significance = .014 
 
 
 
 



Date: _____________________                  CaseID: _______________ 
FINAL  (7/24/06) 

North Tahoe Public Utility District Recreation and Park Master Plan 
Residential Telephone Survey 

 
Hello.  My name is _____________ and I’m calling on behalf of the North Tahoe Public Utility District.  NTPUD is 
extremely interested in your opinions for future planning of recreation, parks, and open space areas, programs and 
facilities over the next 10 years.  May I speak with the person age 18 or older who had the most recent birthday? 
 

 
1.  During the past year, what park or recreation facility did you use most often in the North Tahoe area?  Please include 

all types of recreation facilities whether located in or outside North Tahoe Public Utility District.  Please include public 
as well as private facilities. (DO NOT READ POTENTIAL RESPONSES.) 

 
 Emerald Bay State Park 
 Sugar Pine Point State Park 
 North Tahoe Regional Park 
 Kings Beach State Recreation Park 
 Coons Street Boat Launch 
 Tahoe Vista Recreation Area 
 Truckee Regional Park 
 Incline Village Recreation Center 
 North Tahoe Beach 
 Patton Landing 
 Sand Harbor State Park 
 Squaw Valley Park 
 Donner Memorial State Park 
 Lake Tahoe Beaches 
 US Forest Service Local Trails 
 Pomin Park 
 Lake Forest Boat Ramp 
 Skylandia Park 
 Tahoe City/Squaw Bike Trails 
 Donner Lake 
 NONE  Other (specify) _______________________________________________ 

 
2.  Now, I am going to read a list of recreational activities to you.  Please estimate how many days in the past year 

you and other members of your household participated in each activity in the North Tahoe Public Utility District or 
other areas around the Lake Tahoe area.  Include even those days when you participated for only a short period of 
time.  

Watersports:            North Tahoe Locations 
Swimming at beaches, in lakes, rivers or streams                                ______ 
Swimming in public pools for recreation, exercise or lessons               ______ 
Paragliding              ______ 
Water skiing             ______ 
Jet skiing              ______ 
Kayaking               ______ 
Paddleboating              ______ 
Sailing               ______ 
Snowsports: 
Snow skiing/snowboarding            ______ 
Backcountry skiing/snowboarding           ______ 
Crosscountry skiing/snowboarding           ______ 
Resort skiing/snowboarding            ______ 
Snowshoeing              ______ 
Sledding               ______ 
Winter camping              ______ 
Snowmobiling              ______ 
 

 
 



2. (cont’d.)   Outdoor Adventure: 
Mountain biking              ______ 
Hiking               ______ 
Backpacking              ______ 
Rock climbing              ______ 
Trail running              ______ 
Conventional Sports - Organized: 
Soccer                                                     ______ 
Softball               ______ 
Baseball               ______ 
Tennis               ______ 
Football               ______ 
Basketball                        ______ 
Conventional Sports - Informal: 
Soccer                                                             ______ 
Softball               ______ 
Baseball               ______ 
Tennis              ______ 
Football               ______ 
Basketball                        ______ 
Other: 
Went to a playground or tot lots with children                                     ______ 
Roller blading/skate boarding for youth or adults                                 ______ 
Used senior services or programs                                                      ______ 
Picnicked in developed sites at public parks                                        ______ 
Rode BMX—Bicycle Motocross                                          ______ 

 
3.  What is the ONE OUTDOOR RECREATION FACILITY you would MOST like to see added by the North Tahoe Public 

Utility District to meet the recreation needs of your household? (DO NOT READ LIST) 
 
    Playgrounds/tot lots 
   Pocket parks       
   Hiking/Walking/jogging paths 
   Disc Golf 
   Outdoor basketball courts 
   Softball fields 
   Baseball fields 
   Soccer fields 
   Football fields 
   Roller hockey facilities 
   Volleyball       
   Swimming Pool - competitive events 
   Swimming Pool for recreation or lessons 
   Picnic/group facilities 
   Tennis Courts 
   Track and field 
   Ice Rink 
   Landing for Paragliding 
   Kiting/Windsurfing launch 
   Storage Dock for Kayaks 
   Fire pits     
   Dog park 
   Skateboard 
   BMX 
   Dirt Bike/Mountain Bike access Trails 
   Road bike trails 

 Band shell/outdoor concert stage/amphitheater (IF CHECKED, ASK what size facility would you like to 
have? _____________________________ 

   Campgrounds year-round 
 Gardens:(circle one)     Botanical/Interpretive      Children’s      Healing/Sensory      Native Plant/Low water use 



 
 
4.  Thinking about the past year, did you or other members of your household use indoor recreation facilities or 

participate in INDOOR recreation classes or programs for youth or adults (READ CHOICES AND RECORD 
BELOW). 

 
 More than once a week  
 Once a week or 3 to 4 times per month  
 Once or twice a month  
 Several times a year  
 Once a year  
 No use  

 
4a. What types of indoor facilities did you or other members of your household use? 
 
  ________________________________________ 
 
  ________________________________________ 
 
  ________________________________________ 
 
  ________________________________________ 

 
 
5. What is the ONE INDOOR RECREATION FACILITY you would MOST like to see added by the North Tahoe Public 

Utility District to meet the recreation needs of your household? (DO NOT READ LIST) 
 

 Gymnasium 
 Fitness center 
 Indoor basketball courts 
 Activity Center for classes (dance, crafts, gymnastics, etc.).. 
 Meeting facilities        
 Teen and youth club facilities and programs.(i.e. pool tables, electric games, craft room) 
 Senior activities facility  
 Fine Arts Center (art gallery, exhibitions) 
 Performing Arts Center (theater for music, performing arts) 
 Library 
 Warming huts 
 Swimming Pool 
 NONE 
 Other (specify) _________________________________________________________-  

 
 
6.  I am going to read a list of recreational program types to you.  Please estimate how many times in the past year 

you and other members of your household participated in each activity in the North Tahoe Public Utility District or 
other areas around the Lake Tahoe area.  Include even those days when you participated for only a short period 
of time.  

 
  North Tahoe Locations 

 
Special community events      ______ 
Fitness/wellness/gymnastics      ______ 
Music/dance/performing arts      ______ 
Reading/language/personal development    ______ 
Arts/crafts/cooking       ______ 
Organized competitive sports      ______ 
Science/nature/ environmental activities    ______ 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
7.  What is the ONE program, class, or activity your household would MOST like to see added by the North Tahoe 

Public Utility District to meet the needs of your household? (DO NOT READ LIST) 
 

 Pre-school care 
 Before or after school day care 
 Camps for school-age children during school recess or vacation periods 
 Adult day care 
 Music instruction or classes 
 Drama instruction or classes 
 Dance instruction or classes 
 Parenting classes 
 Early childhood development classes 
 Teen programs 
 Volunteer programs 
 Senior programs 
 Gymnastics instruction or classes 
 Martial arts classes 
 Baseball or softball 
 Football 
 Soccer 
 Volleyball 
 Basketball 
 Tennis 
 Badminton 
 Golf 
 Aerobics, spinning, or fitness instruction or classes 
 Yoga, meditation, or stress relief instruction or classes 
 Arts or crafts instruction or classes 
 Cooking instruction or classes 
 Science or nature instruction or classes 
 Personal development or business instruction or classes 
 Reading, language, spelling or writing instruction or classes 
 Computer/Web design classes or instruction 
 Outdoor concerts 
 Music in Regional Parks 
 Holiday/seasonal celebrations or fairs 
 Plays 
 Swimming lessons 
 Hybrid Fuel incentives 
 Activities parking sticker 

 
 Other (specify) _________________________________________________________ 
 NONE 

 
8.  North Tahoe Public Utility District residents are currently paying approximately $76.00 annually to assist in the 

funding of parks and recreation facilities and services.  Thinking about those recreation facilities or programs you 
would like to see added by NTPUD, how much more would you be willing to pay to support these? 

 
 $10 to $20 
 $21 to $30 
 $31 to $40 
 More than $40 
 None 
 Not sure/don’t know 

 
 



 
 
 
These last few questions will help us match recreation needs to the types of households in North Tahoe. 
 
9.  Would you please tell me the ethnic category with which you most closely identify? (DO NOT READ LIST) 

 
  White 
  Hispanic or Latino 
  Asian/Pacific Islander 
  Black or African American  

 
  Other (specify)  _______________________________________________ 

 
10.  How many years and months have you lived in North Tahoe Public Utility District? 
 

Years  _____ 
 
Months _____ 

 
11.  Beginning with yourself, please tell me the age of each resident living in your household beginning with the 
youngest. 

AGE 
Member 1              

  
Member 2            

  
Member 3                

 
Member 4            

  
Member 5            
 
Member 6            
 
Member 7            
 
Member 8            
 

 
12.  Which of these categories best describes your household? (READ AND RECORD BELOW.  RESPONSE 

SHOULD BE IN SYNC WITH RESPONSE TO Q.1&2.  NOTE “ADULTS” INCLUDES ANY MEMBER 18 AND 
OVER) 
 

   One adult without children under 18 years 
   Two or more adults without children under 18 years 
   One adult with one or more children under 18 years 
   Two adults with one or more children under 18 years 

 Three or more adults with one or more children under 18 years 
 
13.  Do you own or rent a home in the Tahoe/Truckee area? 
 

 Yes (go to Q13a) 
 No (skip to Q14) 
 Don’t Know (skip to Q14) 
 Refused to Answer (skip to Q14) 

 
13a. Is this your primary residence? 
 

 Yes    Don’t Know 
 No    Refused to Answer 



 
13b. What is the zip code of this residence?    96148    96140    96143     ____________ (Other) 

 
 
14.  Are you spending the night in the Tahoe/Truckee or Reno area?   

 
 Yes (go to Q14a) 
 No (skip to Q15) 
 Don’t Know (skip to Q15) 
 Refused to Answer (go to Q15) 

 
14a. How many nights will you spend in the Tahoe/Truckee or Reno area during this trip? 
 
 _____________ (enter number of nights) 
 
14b. Where are you staying overnight? 
 

  Motel or hotel 
  Campground 
  Rental house, condo or cabin 
  Timeshare 
  Friends or relatives 
  Other __________________________ (specify) 

 
14c. What is your home zip code?   _______________ (enter zip code) 

  
15.  Now I’m going to read you a list of household income ranges.  That is the total income of all household members 

before taxes.  Please stop me when I read the category that best describes your annual household income. 
 

  Under $20,000 
  $20,000 - $29,999 
  $30,000 - $39,999 
  $40,000 - $49,999 
  $50,000 - $59,999 
  $60,000 - $74,999 
  $75,000 - $99,999 
  $100,000 - $124,999 
  $125,000 - $149,999 
  $150,000 - $199,999 
  $200,000 and above 

 
Thank you for completing the survey.  Have a nice day/evening/weekend. 
 

 
Interviewer:  Code respondent’s gender 
 

  Male 
  Female 

 
 
Final (7/24/06) 
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conservation.
clearly.

TThe Lake Tahoe Basin’s extraordinary mountain
beauty is a national treasure. The Lake itself is
one of the largest and deepest in the world and
the startling clarity of the water has drawn people
to its shores for centuries. 

Over the last 40 years, our enjoyment of this
special place has caused changes in the ecosystem.
The lake has lost an average of 1 foot per year of
water clarity since the 1960s because of manmade
development. 

More than 50 public and private organizations
joined together nearly 10 years ago to save Lake
Tahoe. This report explains our progress to date.

Summer 2006



Lake Tahoe’s Turning Point: the EIP

The American public has made an important commitment — to protect, preserve
and enhance the Lake Tahoe Basin by supporting the Environmental Improvement
Program. This commitment benefits not only the environment, but also the social
and economic health of the region. Most importantly, it ensures the future of
Lake Tahoe for the enjoyment of generations to come. 

Our commitment to the Lake’s conservation takes shape in the form of EIP 
projects. These projects repair damage to water and air quality, forest health, fish
and wildlife, recreation and scenic views. Cooperation and contributions from the
federal, state, local and private sectors make the EIP, and the American public’s
commitment, a reality.

Stewards of the Lake Tahoe Basin

The 1997 Lake Tahoe Presidential Forum was a turning point in our history. The
event inspired renewed commitment to the Tahoe environment and spurred the
creation of the EIP. The EIP outlined a 10-year program of investment in the
Tahoe Basin totaling $908 million. Adjusted for inflation, the target is equivalent
to $1.2 billion in today’s dollars. As of 2006, $1.1 billion has been invested by
Congress, the California and Nevada state legislatures, local governments and the
private sector to implement the EIP. 

The following chart illustrates how commitments that total $1.1 billion have been
made, by funding sector.

recent scientific reports show lake
clarity goals are achievable with
sustained investment.

eip investment by funding sector

Federal $449.7 million

State of California $380.9 million

State of Nevada $82 million

Local $22.9 million

Private $179.1 million

}

The Environmental

Improvement Program

is a strategy 

to achieve the 

environmental goals 

for the Lake Tahoe 

Basin by healing past 

environmental damage, 

one project at a time. 



Accomplishments in Conserving Lake Tahoe
Watershed Improvements
• Acquired more than 2,968 acres of sensitive land
• Improved over 27,450 acres for wildlife habitat
• Restored more than 367 acres of sensitive stream zones
• Treated more than 1,000 acres of storm water runoff
• Treated or removed 286 miles of dirt road in forests

Public Access and Recreation
• Constructed more than 76 miles of new trails
• Constructed or rehabilitated 75 public facilities

Vegetation and Fire Fuels Management
• Reduced fuels and fire hazards on approximately 19,000 acres
• Streamlined Forest Practice Rules to facilitate “fire safe” projects while protecting water quality
• Completed Community Wildfire Protection Plans throughout the Tahoe Basin

Air Quality Improvements
• Constructed eight facilities to increase transit ridership
• Reduced over 3.4 million pounds of emissions via alternative-fueled vehicles and transit system investments

Research/Monitoring and Technical Assistance
• Funded over $47 million in research and monitoring projects
• Established the Tahoe Science Consortium to better inform agency decision-making
• Federal agencies have provided $8.7 million in technical assistance to EIP partners.

Fisheries 0.4%

Wildlife 4%

Vegetation 6%

Recreation 9%

Air Quality/Transportation 10%

Scenic Resources 10%

Soils/Stream Zones 11%

Water Quality 50%

eip investment by environmental thresholdCategories of Investment

The environmental and ecological
value of the Basin is expressed in
terms of nine categories called the
“Environmental Thresholds.” Of the
$1.1 billion committed, $512 million
has been invested in constructed
projects.



The Commitment and the Challenge

The Environmental Improvement Program allows us to be part of something larger
than ourselves—the conservation of an irreplaceable icon. 

Substantial progress has been made since the EIP was created in 1997. Lake-saving
projects are on the ground. Meadows and streams have been restored. Transportation
has improved. We’ve established a culture of cooperation and mutual support 
essential to streamlining the current and future implementation of the EIP. However,
we’re just getting started.

As the 10-year funding horizon comes to a close, new commitments must be made.
While the 1997 funding targets have been achieved, escalating construction costs are
raising the bar for the 10-year EIP target. $500 million is still needed to complete 
projects currently in design. To ensure the health of the Lake Tahoe Basin, continued
cooperation among funding and implementing entities is essential to completing
projects identified in the EIP project list. 

The future looks bright for Lake Tahoe. Recent science indicates that lake clarity can
be achieved with sustained investment. The past decade of research will guide our
policy choices to ensure the Tahoe legacy. The Environmental Improvement Program
is the key to repairing past damage and minimizing today’s impacts.

What’s ahead?

Significant accomplishments

have been made in improving

the Tahoe Basin and we know

more will need to be done.

An update of the Environmental

Improvement Program is

underway in anticipation of

the 10th anniversary of the

Tahoe Presidential Forum. The

update will be complete in

early 2007 and will coincide

with the work underway to

update the management plan

for the Lake Tahoe Basin.

Program improvements,

revised estimates and targets

will be shared with the public

and community who treasure

this valuable resource.

Breakdown of Projects Conserving Lake Tahoe

Of the $1.1 billion committed, $512 million has gone toward the construction of
269 Environmental Improvement Projects and more than 9,100 private parcel
water quality improvements throughout the Tahoe Basin.

Projects Constructed in Nevada
Largescale private projects (14) = $7.9 million
Public projects (80) = $80.1 million
Private parcel water quality improvements (5,110) = $28.2 million
Total: 5,204 projects = $116.2 million

Projects Constructed in California
Largescale private projects (59) = $117.7 million
Public projects (64) = $163.2 million
Private parcel water quality improvements (3,996) = $23.3 million
Total: 4,119 projects = $304.2 million

Projects Constructed on Federal lands throughout the Lake Tahoe Basin
Public projects (52)
Total: 52 projects = $91.8 million
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TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

P.O. BOX 5310  •  Stateline, Nevada 89449-5310
775.588.4547  phone  •  775.588.4527  fax
www.trpa.org  •  trpa@trpa.org
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