
Opinion:  Brown  Act  not
stopping illegal meetings
By Daniel Borenstein, Bay Area News Group

The principle underlying California’s local government open-
meeting law is simple: The public’s business must be conducted
in public. Yet 62 years after the passage of the Brown Act,
some elected leaders still don’t get it.

The  most  recent  example  comes  from  Emeryville,  where  a
majority of school district trustees met privately with the
superintendent and construction manager before a board meeting
last month. They say they reviewed costs for a joint city-
school district project for which the board later that night
approved issuance of another $4.5 million of bonds.

It’s  amazing  that  elected  officials  hold  such  closed-door
gatherings more than six decades after Gov. Earl Warren signed
legislation outlawing them. Indeed, these are the very sorts
of meetings that led to the Brown Act.

Read the whole story

USDA not protecting consumers
against salmonella
By Katharine Mieszkowski, Reveal

It looks like a humble black work boot with a filthy white
sock over it. But it actually is a secret weapon in the fight
against  salmonella,  a  microscopic  bacteria  that  can  make
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people sick.

It’s one of many things farmers in Denmark have started doing
since  surging  human  illnesses  prompted  the  country  to  no
longer  tolerate  the  bacteria  in  its  chicken.  It’s  pretty
simple: Danish farmers wear the socks over their boots when
they’re in chicken houses to gather samples of the bacteria in
the chickens’ poop.

If those socks test positive for salmonella, all the birds in
that  house  are  declared  contaminated.  The  house  must  be
thoroughly cleaned out after the chickens are killed. The meat
can be offered to customers only if it is cooked before being
sold.

The United States is far more tolerant of salmonella. There’s
no mandate to control it on the farms or hatcheries that raise
chickens for slaughter. Limited testing is required only at
the final step: the slaughterhouse. By that time, chickens
already  can  be  carrying  the  bacteria  in  their  guts,  its
natural habitat. Or it can be on their feathers, feet or skin
from their feces. It can spread from carcass to carcass during
processing. While processors try to clean the bacteria off the
skin and meat with chemicals, some often escapes removal.

That means that if you want to eat chicken in the U.S.,
salmonella is a risk you have to live with. It’s one that’s
getting more prominent, too. Americans are eating more chicken
than  ever  as  they  move  away  from  red  meat.  Antibiotic-
resistant  strains  of  the  bacteria  can  make  it  harder  to
combat. And it can be fatal.

After a 2013 outbreak linked to Foster Farms in California,
Reveal and a number of other media organizations – including
the New Yorker, the Oregonian and “Frontline” – have uncovered
holes in our food safety system that allow people to get sick
from our most popular meat.

Here’s a list of what you should know before you eat your next



chicken dinner.

1.  It’s legal to sell raw chicken that has bacteria on it
that could kill you.

In the U.S., it’s simply accepted that salmonella may be on
the raw chicken we buy in the grocery store. In fact, about 25
percent  of  raw  chicken  pieces  like  breasts  and  legs  are
contaminated with the stuff, according to federal data.

Not all strains of salmonella make people sick. Cooking the
raw meat can kill the bacteria that is dangerous, but you
still can get sick if you don’t handle it exactly right.
There’s  a  chance  of  contaminating  the  cutting  board,  the
knife,  the  kitchen  counter  and  the  sink.  Here’s  official
guidance on how to deal with your chicken before it is your
dinner.

If you do get sick, it can be a lot worse than a few days with
an upset stomach. Salmonella can cause diarrhea so bad that it
can lead to hospitalization. When illness is severe, infection
can spread from the intestines into the bloodstream and to
other places in the body. The illness can be truly gruesome.
Without treatment with antibiotics, people can die.

Rick Schiller’s infected leg swelled to twice its normal size,
thanks to salmonella from Foster Farms chicken. His purple
limb was filled with a “chunky, meatlike substance” that a
doctor drained with a syringe. Noah Craten, an 18-month-old,
had a persistent fever for nearly a month. Doctors eventually
found  abscesses  on  his  brain,  which  they  linked  to  a
salmonella  infection  in  his  bloodstream.

2. Salmonella is the rare foodborne pathogen that is both
common and potentially deadly.

Every year, about 48 million people in the U.S. get sick from
foodborne  illnesses,  according  to  the  Centers  for  Disease
Control and Prevention. But not all pathogens are created



equal. The New Yorker puts this well:

Many  of  the  deadliest  pathogens,  such  as  E.  coli  and
listeria,  are  comparatively  rare;  many  of  the  most
widespread,  such  as  norovirus,  are  mercifully  mild.
Salmonella is both common and potentially lethal.

Salmonella sickens about 1 million Americans a year, and about
380 of them die, according to the CDC. No other foodborne
pathogen  causes  more  hospitalizations  or  deaths  than
salmonella.

About 200,000 of those illnesses come from poultry every year.
Chicken is a common source for salmonella infection in people.

3. Even when processing plants meet federal standards, they
can be the source of massive outbreaks.

When the Foster Farms outbreak occurred, the processing plants
in  question  were  easily  meeting  the  federal  salmonella
standard, which allows 7.5 percent of whole chickens tested to
be contaminated.

But that standard applies only to whole carcasses – not the
cut-up pieces, such as breasts, wings and thighs that most
shoppers  buy.  When  birds  are  cut  up,  salmonella  may  be
released from the skin. And birds can contaminate each other
while they’re being cut up and when the pieces are mixed
together.

That helps explain why a processing plant could be meeting
current federal regulations but still making lots of people
sick. The standard also does not distinguish between strains
of salmonella that are harmless to humans and those that are
the most dangerous.

Currently, the government has standards for whole carcasses
and ground chicken, not individual parts sold at supermarkets.
New rules are in the works that would change this, but they



likely won’t be finalized until early next year. Plus, the
proposed standard would represent only an improvement over the
current level of contamination of chicken parts – about 25
percent – by still allowing 15.4 percent of them to carry the
bacteria.

4. There’s no requirement to test chickens for salmonella
where it spreads – on the farm.

The only regulation of salmonella in our chicken meat occurs
at  the  slaughterhouse.  But  healthy  birds  can  acquire  and
spread  the  bacteria  to  each  other  long  before  that.  Most
strains don’t make them sick; the chickens are just carriers.

“We have such a convoluted food safety system in the United
States,” said Greg Gunthorp, who has a very small processing
plant on his farm in Indiana where he slaughters chickens. He
describes  an  imaginary  line  around  his  processing  plant.
Inside it, the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Food Safety
and Inspection Service has “ultimate jurisdiction,” but out on
the pasture where the birds grow, “they couldn’t come out here
if they wanted to,” he said.

Chickens can get salmonella from the breeding flocks that
produce them. The chicks can pick it up at hatcheries, grow
houses or pastures on farms where they fatten up. Any measures
that producers take to control salmonella in those places are
entirely voluntary.

USDA food safety inspectors have no authority to try to force
breeders,  hatcheries  or  growers  to  reduce  or  eliminate
salmonella, no matter what the strain, even if it has been
linked to an outbreak of human illness.

By failing to control salmonella at the source, even back to
the  breeding  flocks,  the  bacteria  is  allowed  to  spread
throughout  the  whole  life  cycle  of  the  chicken.  In  the
slaughterhouse, the bacteria gets on to the meat. Processors
try  to  blast  it  off  with  chemicals  to  meet  the  federal



standard, but that allows some meat to head out to consumers
contaminated with salmonella.

5. Processing plants aren’t shut down when they’re cranking
out contaminated birds.

In the midst of the Foster Farms outbreak, one of the plants
in  question  was  shut  down  –  not  for  salmonella,  but  for
cockroaches. After many months of reported illnesses, Foster
Farms eventually did recall some chicken at the government’s
request. But that recall was voluntary.

The USDA cannot shut down poultry processing plants even when
they have violated its salmonella standard year after year.
That’s because the government doesn’t classify salmonella as
what’s known as an adulterant. It is instead treated as a
normal part of chicken that’s a potential hazard but can be
destroyed by proper cooking.

The USDA tried to shut down a beef processing plant that was
consistently failing its salmonella tests in the late ’90s.
But a 2001 court ruling found that the government couldn’t do
so because the bacteria wasn’t an adulterant. Once something
is considered an adulterant, it cannot be sold as food for
human consumption unless it has been inactivated by cooking or
some other process.

6. Efforts to reform the system have been opposed by the
industry and failed.

So why not decree salmonella an adulterant? The USDA did so
with E. coli O157:H7 in ground beef after a 1993 outbreak at
Jack in the Box restaurants killed four children and sickened
hundreds of other people.

But  testifying  at  a  congressional  hearing  last  year,
Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack said his agency does not
have the authority to declare salmonella an adulterant, even
for antibiotic-resistant strains like those implicated in the



Foster Farms outbreak.

Members of Congress, such as Rep. Rosa DeLauro, D-Conn., have
disputed that interpretation of the law. DeLauro told Vilsack
at the hearing that the agency should ask Congress for more
authority if it lacks it. Today, she says there’s been no such
request from the USDA.

DeLauro argues that the USDA doesn’t want to take on the food
industry  on  this  issue  because  the  agency  has  too  many
conflicting priorities.

“I have advocated for many, many years a single food safety
agency, because the USDA – where trade always trumps food
safety – they have too many missions,” she said. “They have to
sell a product, they have to market a product and then they
have responsibility for food safety, which takes a secondary
position.”

If the agency were to declare any strains of salmonella an
adulterant, it almost certainly would face a legal challenge
from the industry. But it’s worth noting that the USDA tangled
in court with the beef industry over E. coli O157:H7 in ground
beef and won.

Consumer  advocates  and  members  of  Congress  have  strongly
advocated for at least some dangerous strains of salmonella to
be labeled. The Center for Science in the Public Interest, a
nonprofit advocacy organization,petitioned the USDA to declare
four strains of antibiotic-resistant salmonella an adulterant,
which would mean recalling meat and poultry when the pathogen
is detected instead of waiting for human illness to strike.
Earlier this year, DeLauro and Rep. Louise Slaughter, D-N.Y.,
introduced legislation that would require the USDA to recall
meat  and  poultry  contaminated  with  pathogens  that  are
resistant to two or more antibiotics considered important for
human  medicine.  But  so  far,  neither  of  those  efforts  has
gained traction.



Industry  lobbyists  have  fought  attempts  to  crack  down  on
salmonella. They say the price of chicken would go up and
farmers  would  suffer  if  salmonella  were  labeled  as  an
adulterant.

“If  salmonella  did  become  an  adulterant,  it  has  the
possibility of wiping out about a third of the chicken supply
in the U.S.,” said Ashley Peterson, senior vice president for
science and technology for the National Chicken Council.

7.  Avoiding  industrial  chicken  by  buying  local  isn’t  any
safer.

Smaller isn’t better when it comes to controlling salmonella
at chicken processing plants, a Reveal analysis of more than
nine years of USDA data shows. Samples taken from very small
processing plants had higher rates of salmonella than those
from  small  or  large  ones,  records  show.  Samples  from  the
largest plants had the lowest rates of contamination.

For  some  smaller  plants,  there’s  a  trade-off  between
controlling  salmonella  and  other  values.  Some  purposefully
avoid  washing  the  carcasses  with  harsh  chemicals  such  as
chlorine after they’ve been processed. Being chlorine-free can
be a selling point for some customers. Europe banned such
chlorine treatment in the ’90s out of fear that it could cause
cancer, NPR reported.

Kadejan, a very small processing plant in Glenwood, Minn.,
processes about 7,000 birds a week without chlorine. Since
2008, Kadejan has shown up on the official list of plants
failing to meet the USDA salmonella standard over and over
again.

“The standard doesn’t make a lot of sense in our opinion,”
says  Weston  Gienger,  who  works  in  company  operations  for
Kadejan. “We have never had any issues with anyone getting
sick.”



8. Raising backyard chickens won’t protect you, either.

You don’t have to eat your chicken to get salmonella from it.
As  backyard  chickens  have  become  more  popular,  salmonella
outbreaks from live poultry have risen, too.

When DeAnna and Dan Gabriele’s 14-year-old son ended up in the
hospital in 2013 with chest pain and a 103-degree fever, his
parents  say  doctors  suspected  cancer.  Fluid  had  built  up
around his heart and lungs. But the cause was salmonellosis –
an  infection  from  salmonella.  It  took  the  lacrosse  and
football  player  months  to  recover.  The  source  of  the
infection: chicks from Mt. Healthy Hatcheries in Ohio. The
Gabrieles had backyard chickens.

The  Gabrieles’  son  didn’t  have  to  get  sick.  Although  the
family had no idea, the hatchery had been fighting a serious
salmonella problem linked to hundreds of illnesses and two
deaths in the previous two years.

But salmonella isn’t regulated in hatcheries. So the Ohio
hatchery went on selling chicks carrying the bacteria. The
year the Gabrieles’ son got sick, the hatchery was linked to
158  reported  illnesses.  The  year  after  that,  the  problem
continued, with 363 people known to have gotten sick in 43
states.

The CDC offers this advice on protecting yourself from illness
if you have backyard poultry. Pro tip: Wash your hands – a
lot.

9. Antibiotic-resistant strains of salmonella are on the rise.
 

Salmonella is an old problem, but it has gotten worse as
antibiotic-resistant strains of the bacteria have developed.

The strains of salmonella Heidelberg involved in the Foster
Farms outbreak were resistant to several commonly prescribed



antibiotics,according to the CDC. The good news was that those
antibiotics were not ones typically used to treat salmonella
blood infections or other severe infections from the bacteria.

Still, the agency noted that being infected with antibiotic-
resistant  bacteria  can  lead  to  increased  risk  of
hospitalization. Nearly 40 percent of the patients known to
have been sickened by the Foster Farms outbreak ended up in
the hospital.

Resistance may spread across classes of drugs, rendering whole
groups of them less-effective antidotes. It may require the
use of more expensive drugs. In the worst-case scenario, it
can make severe infections impossible to treat.

10. Other countries don’t stand for salmonella the way we do.

Some European countries have taken a different approach to
controlling salmonella in poultry – by reining it in long
before the birds make it to the slaughterhouse. After a spike
in salmonella infections from chickens in the ’80s, Denmark
managed to reduce salmonella in its chicken to almost nil. The
country now goes years without a single reported illness from
salmonella in its chicken meat.

The Danes have managed to control it in breeding flocks, going
so far as to slaughter infected ones. In grow houses, farmers
adhere to strict biosecurity controls, from hand-washing to
changing their clothes frequently. They put on a different
pair of coveralls and boots before entering each chicken house
on  the  farm,  so  that  if  one  house  is  contaminated,  the
bacteria won’t be spread to the next.

And then there are the socks. Danish farmers put them over
their boots to pick up chicken manure, so each flock’s poop
can be tested for salmonella. Birds from Danish flocks that
test positive cannot be sold as raw meat in the supermarket.
It must be cooked before it reaches consumers as sandwich meat
or other ready-to-eat foods.



Back here in the U.S., chicken industry lobbyists say it’s not
fair  to  compare  our  country  with  Denmark,  which  is  much
smaller and produces much less chicken. Also, the chicken meat
there is more expensive: as much as almost double the average
U.S. price at between $4 and $6 a pound.

It’s not just Denmark that’s taken on salmonella. Europe as a
whole  managed  to  cut  its  rate  of  salmonella  infection
dramatically in a five-year period, according to the European
Food Safety Authority.

In the U.S., the rate of salmonella illness has been holding
steady at around 15 reported cases per 100,000 people. But for
every reported case, the CDC estimates there are 29 that go
undiagnosed.

Nev.  judge  denies  counties’
bid  for  sage  grouse
injunction
By Scott Sonner, AP

A federal judge in Nevada refused Tuesday to temporarily block
new U.S. rules intended to protect the greater sage grouse,
leaving the land use planning amendments intact at least until
a trial expected to begin early next year.

U.S. District Judge Miranda Du said nine Nevada counties, two
mining  companies  and  a  ranching  operation  challenging  the
regulations have failed to prove any irreparable harm that
could be averted by immediately halting implementation of the
regulations.
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The lawsuit backed by Nevada Attorney General Adam Laxalt —
over  the  objections  of  his  fellow  Republican  Gov.  Brain
Sandoval — claims the restrictions on development were adopted
illegally and would threaten the survival of miners, ranchers
and rural economies across much of the West.

Du said opponents can argue their case at a trial. But she
said the evidence presented during a three-day hearing in Reno
last  month,  in  general,  is  “too  speculative”  to  meet  the
“extraordinary”  legal  standard  required  for  a  temporary
injunction to halt the policy U.S. wildlife officials say is
needed to ensure the hen-sized bird doesn’t go extinct in the
11 western states where it lives in sage grouse habitat.

U.S.  Interior  Secretary  Sally  Jewell  announced  the  new
policies for U.S. Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management
lands  in  September  at  the  same  time  she  decided  against
listing the greater sage grouse as threatened or endangered.
She said the added protections were necessary to reverse the
department’s  decision  in  2010  that  the  bird  warranted
protection  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act.

The regulations establish buffer zones as large as 3 miles in
diameter around sage grouse “leks,” the traditional breeding
grounds  for  the  bird  whose  numbers  have  dwindled  from  16
million to between 500,000 and 200,000 due in large part to
wildfires, mining, livestock grazing and other development.

The case before Judge Du directly impacts only federal lands
in  Nevada  and  eastern  California,  but  also  carries
ramifications  for  thousands  of  square  miles  of  rangeland
stretching from Oregon to the Dakotas.

Government lawyers say the counties and mining companies are
misrepresenting and exaggerating the potential effects of the
rules. They said the opponents are prematurely challenging the
amendments, which they argue offer guidelines but no specific
decisions  on  individual  grazing  mining  or  other  federal



permits.

During last month’s hearing on the preliminary injunction, Du
questioned  whether  alleged  delays  in  approval  of  proposed
development in Washoe, Elko Eureka and White Pine counties
were directly related to grouse protection, or even out of the
ordinary.

In her 16-page ruling issued Tuesday, she said most of the
claims to date raise “only the possibility — not a likelihood
— of irreparable harm,” adding that the fears of one mining
company trying to develop a gold mine in Nevada near the Idaho
line  are  based  on  “hypothetical  scenarios  of  adverse
consequences.”

Du said even witnesses for the counties and ranchers “conceded
that the land amendments themselves do not modify grazing
permits and current permit-holder have not yet been affected
by those directives.”

Outreach  necessary  before
Liberty’s rate increase OK’d
The California Public Utilities Commission on Dec. 7 told
Liberty Utilities it must reach out to its ratepayers before
the state would approve a hike in electric costs.

In May, Liberty Utilities filed a request with the CPUC for a
17.34  percent  increase  that  the  company  wanted  to  be
implemented starting Jan. 1. At the time Liberty said the
general  rate  increase  would  increase  revenue  by  $13.571
million and would be used to recover costs associated with the
distribution of power to its 49,000 customers.
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Liberty services the California side of the Lake Tahoe Basin,
Truckee, Alpine County and other locations.

An  administrative  law  judge  has  ruled  that  Liberty  must
conduct public participation hearings.

“The purpose of the (hearings) is to make customers aware of
the proposed revenue changes, and to solicit comments from the
customers of the utilities about the impact the applications
could have on them,” according to the CPUC.

The hearings will be:

·       Jan. 7 at 1pm and 6pm, North Lake Tahoe Event Center
in Kings Beach;

·       Jan. 8 at 1pm and 6pm, Lake Tahoe Airport, South Lake
Tahoe.

— Lake Tahoe News staff report

Nev.  incubator’s  mission:
Improve water management
By Daniel Rothberg, Las Vegas Sun

It has attracted interest from a company from Canada and one
from  California,  established  operating  agreements  with  two
companies in Israel, begun negotiating with three companies
from  Europe,  started  examining  partnerships  in  Dubai  and
opened an ongoing dialog with the public utility in Singapore.

The Center of Excellence, a nonprofit incubator at the Desert
Research Institute for water technology startups, has come a
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long way since it first received funding in 2013. And in the
last six months, thanks to an infusion of funding during the
legislative session, it’s shifted into a higher gear in its
quest  to  improve  conservation  of  one  of  the  most  coveted
resources in Nevada: water. Its two most recent calls for
business proposals — one of which closed Tuesday and the other
in September — generated interest from about 30 companies.

The basic premise of its model is to bring companies to Nevada
with research and development funding to support projects that
simultaneously  satisfy  the  demands  of  the  state’s  water
agencies. This, officials say, will spur economic development
in  water  technology,  an  area  where  Nevada  has  plenty  of
experience, while supporting higher-education research.

Read the whole story

Santa  to  visit  Tahoe  City,
Truckee
Santa plans to make a couple stops on the North Shore this
weekend.

He will be arriving by airplane at Truckee Tahoe Airport on
Dec. 12 at 10am. Hot chocolate will be served as kids wait to
meet the big guy. He will also be delivering some gifts.

 

 

Santa will then be in Tahoe City at 11am Saturday, arriving
via fire truck.
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The Rotary Club of Tahoe City and Tahoe City Public Utility
District’s Santa Party starts that morning at 10 with a free
breakfast at the Tahoe City Golf Course. The events lasts
until 1pm.

Children up to 9 may sled for free that day.

Eldorado Forest closes roads
for winter season
Eldorado National Forest as of today has implemented the the
annual seasonal closure of dirt roads.

Rainfall,  soil  moisture,  road  and  trail  conditions,  and
weather  forecasts  are  factors  that  triggered  a  seasonal
closure earlier than Jan. 1. The roads will remain closed
until at least April 1.

The  seasonal  closure  is  designed  to  protect  roadbeds  and
watersheds from damage and to protect water quality. A minimum
three month closure period from Jan. 1 through March 30 was
designated for the core part of the winter in the Eldorado
National Forest Travel Management Plan.

Roads subject to seasonal closure are identified on a free map
and available at all Eldorado National Forest offices and
online.
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Revenues  decline  as  Placer
County conserves water
By Gus Thomson, Auburn Journal

The Placer County Water Agency has a new budget for 2016 that
anticipates a drop in expected expenditures.

The  water  agency’s  budget  for  the  coming  year  of  $101.3
million represents an evolving financial landscape reflecting
four years of drought in California.

“Our water and energy sales were down in 2015 as a result of
the  state’s  conservation  mandate  and  ongoing  drought
conditions,” General Manager Einar Maisch said. “While we hope
a wet winter provides relief in 2016, we are planning for
continued conservation.”

Read the whole story

California  drafts  plan  for
gray wolves
By Scott Smith, AP

Gray wolves could be stripped of state endangered species
protections once at least 50 of the animals are roaming in
California, wildlife officials said last week.

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife released a
draft  plan  for  managing  gray  wolves,  which  were  granted
protections  last  year  but  whose  numbers  are  growing.  It
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outlines efforts to minimize livestock loss and ways to ensure
there’s enough prey for wolves, other predators and hunters.

Under California’s protections, gray wolves can’t be killed or
hunted. U.S. law also protects wolves in most of the nation,
except for Idaho, Montana and parts of Washington, Oregon and
Utah,  but  there  is  a  pending  proposal  to  strip  federal
protections  from  most  of  the  Lower  48  states,  including
California.

Once there are between 50 and 75 wolves in California, the
state’s proposal suggests considering whether wolves should be
removed from a list of endangered animals.

Wolves  were  hunted  to  extinction  in  California  nearly  a
century ago, but a lone wolf called OR-7 crossed the northern
border  from  Oregon  in  2011,  marking  their  return.  Remote
cameras in Siskiyou County earlier this year captured two
adults and five pups, called the Shasta Pack.

Environmentalists  herald  their  return  as  an  icon  of
California’s western landscape, while ranchers fear wolf packs
will kill valuable livestock.

Fifty doesn’t sound like many wolves, but Northern California
doesn’t  have  enough  wild  prey  to  support  that  number  of
predators,  said  Kirk  Wilbur,  spokesman  for  the  California
Cattlemen’s  Association.  He  fears  that  wolves  will  remain
forever under the state’s protection, depriving ranchers of
the ability to kill them and protecting their cattle.

“We had concerns with listing them in the first place,” Wilbur
said.

Amaroq Weiss, a wolf advocate at the Center for Biological
Diversity, said the state proposes removing protections for
gray wolves just as they gain a solid foothold in California.

“We disagree with the proposal to weaken protections before



wolves have truly recovered in California,” she said.

However, any discussion of removing protections at this point
is a premature, said Jordan Traverso, a spokeswoman for the
Department of Fish and Wildlife. She said it is hard to know
whether wolves will flourish to that degree in California.

“It’s impossible to speculate what Mother Nature would do,”
Traverso said. “We have no idea.”

Officials will take public comment on the plan through mid-
February before it is adopted. Comments will also be accepted
via e-mail atwolfplan@wildlife.ca.gov.

Snippets about Lake Tahoe
·       Heavenly Holidays is Dec. 20-31 at
Heavenly Village in South Lake Tahoe. There
will be a variety of events, from Santa to
music to a New Year’s Eve bash. For details,
go online.

·     A warm room will be opening in South Lake Tahoe this
month at 981 Silver Dollar Ave. It will be open every day
through April. It will house up to 20 homeless people. For
more  info,  to  donate  or  become  a  volunteer,  email
tahoewarmroom@gmail.com.

·       The free North Shore ski shuttle starts running Dec.
18. For more info, go online.

·      There will be a gingerbread house fundraiser at the
magnet school in Meyers on Dec. 10 from 5:30-7:30pm to raise
money for the fifth-grader’s overnight field trip. Cost is $25

https://www.laketahoenews.net/2015/12/106310/
http://www.skiheavenly.com/nightlife-and-activities/events/heavenly-holidays.aspx
https://www.laketahoenews.net/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/nye-2014-fir-pit.jpg
http://www.laketahoetransit.com/


for one kit, or two kits for $40.

·       Lake Tahoe Grizzlies Peewee Team is looking to raise
the necessary cash to compete in the International Finals in
Ontario, Canada, after becoming the Pacific District Regional
Silver Stick champions in the Peewee B division. For more
info, go online.

https://www.booster.com/support-the-tahoe-grizzlies-peewee-hockey-team

