


FY 2012-2013 Annual Report     
Permittee Name:  City of Clayton 
 

 CCCWP FY 12-13 AR Form  5/29/13 

 i-1 

ATTACHMENT B 

Table of Contents 

 

Section  Page 

 

Section 1 – Permittee Information ................................................................................................................................. 1-1 

Section 2 – Provision C.2 Municipal Operations ......................................................................................................... 2-1 

Section 3 – Provision C.3 New Development and Redevelopment ....................................................................... 3-1 

Section 4 – Provision C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls ......................................................................... 4-1 

Section 5 – Provision C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination ..................................................................... 5-1 

Section 6 – Provision C.6 Construction Site Controls .................................................................................................. 6-1 

Section 7 – Provision C.7 Public Information and Outreach .................................................................................... 7-1 

Section 8 – Provision C.8 Water Quality Monitoring ................................................................................................... 8-1 

Section 9 – Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Controls ................................................................................................ 9-1 

Section 10 – Provision C.10 Trash Load Reduction ................................................................................................... 10-1 

Section 11 – Provision C.11 Mercury Controls ........................................................................................................... 11-1 

Section 12 – Provision C.12 PCBs Controls ................................................................................................................. 12-1 

Section 13 – Provision C.13 Copper Controls ............................................................................................................ 13-1 

Section 14 – Provision C.14 PBDE, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium Controls..................................................... 14-1 

Section 15 – Provision C.15 Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges ............................................. 15-1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



FY 2012-2013 Annual Report  Permittee Information 
Permittee Name: City of Clayton 
 

CCCWP  FY 12-13 AR Form 1-1 5/29/13 

Section 1 – Permittee Information 

SECTION I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Background Information  

Permittee Name: City of Clayton 

Population:  10,996 

NPDES Permit No.:  CAS612008 (San Francisco Bay RWQCB Permit) 

Order Number:  R2-2009-0074 (San Francisco Bay RWQCB)  

Reporting Time Period (month/year):  July 2012 through June 2013 

Name of the Responsible Authority:  Gary  Napper  Title: City Manager 

Mailing Address:  6000 Heritage Trail  

City:  Clayton  Zip Code: 94517 County: Contra Costa  

Telephone Number:  925-673-7300 Fax Number: 925-672-4917 925-672-4917 

E-mail Address:  gnapper@ci.clayton.ca.us 

Name of the Designated Stormwater 

Management Program Contact (if 

different from above): 

Laura Hoffmeister Title: Assistant to the City Manager 

Department:  Administration 

Mailing Address:  6000 Heritage Trail 

City:  Clayton  Zip Code: 94517 County: Contra Costa  

Telephone Number:  925-673-7308 Fax Number: 925-672-4917  

E-mail Address:  LHoffmesiter@ci.clayton.ca.us 
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Section 2 - Provision C.2 Reporting Municipal Operations 

 

Program Highlights and Evaluation 
Highlight/summarize activities for reporting year: 

 

Summary: 

The City of Clayton monitored and received updates from the Contra Costa Clean Water Program’s (CCCWP’s) Municipal Operations 

Committee/Work Group, and the BASMAA Municipal Operations Committee. Refer to the C.2 Municipal Operations section of the CCCWP’s          

FY 12-13 Annual Report for a description of activities implemented at the countywide and/or regional level and on our behalf. 

 

The City does not have a full service maintenance department. The City has only 5 full time maintenance staff which are responsible for 2 million 

square feet of landscaping and irrigation; 500 acres of open space; 50 acres of parks and irrigation; 2 children playgrounds/equipment; 3 ball 

fields; 2 soccer fields; 25 miles of trails; 84 miles of street markings; 50 miles of underground drainage; 20 miles of major roadway sidewalks; 10 

miles of creeks; 650 catch basins (inlets); 15 miles of “v” ditches; 2000 street signs; 500 street lights; 110,000 sq. ft. of public buildings; and 75,000 

square feet of public parking lots. Services for pavement repair, sewer and signal lights are contracted out. Water supply and fire protection 

services are provided by other public agencies.  The city uses a maintenance staff supervisor as the field contact person (Mark Janney 925-763-

7327) and the Assistant to the City Manager (Laura Hoffmeister, 925-673-7308) as the primary program manager for the entire permit, including 

Municipal Maintenance.   

 

Street Cleaning/Sweeping 

Monthly sweeping was done during FY 12/13 on all city streets, which is about 82 curblane miles. (annually this equates to 1764 curb lane miles 

swept)   A total of 110 tons (or 407 cubic yards) of material were collected by the City sweeping contractor.  
 

In addition three city street areas, about 15 curblane miles, which are part of a truck route to a nearby gravel quarry in the County are swept at a 

minimum of a weekly basis by the Quarry (CeMex formerly Lodestar RMC Quarry), and often during the summer busy season are swept two to 

three times a week to prevent quarry dust and sediment from reaching storm drains. This would average about 1950 curb lane miles per year. 

There are no quantitative statistics of the Quarry sweeper as part of the route is in the County (unincorporated) and it is under contract by a private 

business (rock quarry) that is located outside the City’s jurisdiction. The quantitative data is for the City monthly sweeper and is extrapolated for the 

Quarry based on the average amount of material picked up per mile by the City sweeper of in FY 12/13 of .23 cubic yards per mile. This would 

equate to about 120 tons or 448 cubic yard collected of additional materials collected.  
 

The company uses a broom assist vacuum sweeper which has been effective for our mostly residential community with its leaf fall from its street 

trees and dust and sediments from the gutter.  The quarry uses a broom/brush sweeper as the material targeted by them is gravel and larger 

sediment particles along the quarry truck accesses.   
 

Drainage Inlet Cleaning  

Every City storm drain (catch basin) and culverts were inspected and cleaned (approximately 650) and approximately 5 cubic yards of sediment 

was removed. The remainder was leaves and a bit of litter/trash consisting of a few plastic bottles, some paper, and cans.  Additionally, less 

sediment was removed due to a decreased amount of rainfall this year.  

 



FY 2012-2013 Annual Report  C.2 – Municipal Operations 
Permittee Name: City of Clayton 
 

CCCWP  FY 12-13 AR Form 2-2 5/29/13 

Creek cleaning of the 10 miles of creeks were walked and inspected and cleaned by the City Maintenance staff consisted of about 80 cubic 

yards of landscape materials, mostly woody brush, branches, and some tree limbs.  There was some scattered wood debris from kids making 

bicycle ramps and jumps, some paper, a few plastic bottles and cans.  
 

V-ditch cleaning:  

The City maintenance staff walked and inspected and cleaned  15 miles of v-ditches in the open space areas including those near to residential 

development areas.  A total of 7 cubic yards of dirt and weeds were removed from the V-ditches, they did not have or find any litter materials.  
 

New Zealand Mud Snail Policy: 

In September 19, 2012 there was a new administrative written Standard Operation Procedures (SOP) for addressing maintenance issues related to 

the potential threat of New Zealand Mud Snail.    The information was transmitted to the Maintenance Supervisor who then provided the information 

to the maintenance staff. The information was reviewed on September 27, 2012 with the staff and acknowledged in writing of receiving the policy. 

The City maintenance staff does not allow its volunteers that it directly oversees (wie: work alternative program) go into the creek.  Seasonal staff 

as they arrive are provided the information before being allowed to work in the creek areas. 
 

(See Attachment C 2)  

 

C.2.a. ►Street and Road Repair and Maintenance  

 

Place a Y in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were implemented.  If not applicable, type NA in the box and provide an 

explanation in the comments section below. Place an N in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were not implemented for one or 

more of these activities during the reporting fiscal year, then in the comments section below provide an explanation of when BMPs were not 

implemented and the corrective actions taken. 

X 
Control of debris and waste materials during road and parking lot installation, repaving or repair maintenance activities from polluting 

stormwater 

X 
Control of concrete slurry and wastewater, asphalt, pavement cutting, and other street and road maintenance materials and wastewater 

from discharging to storm drains from work sites. 

X 
Sweeping and/or vacuuming and other dry methods to remove debris, concrete, or sediment residues from work sites upon completion of 

work. 

Comments: In addition to BMP controls for specific road and maintenance projects above all public streets are swept once a month via a contract 

with a street sweeping company.  A private sweeping company also sweeps certain city roads related to rock quarry truck route, the quarry 

(CeMex Quarry – formerly Lodestar Quarry).  This rock quarry is not located within the City Limits it is located in the unincorporated area; however 

portions of their truck route are within the City of Clayton.  The City maintenance staff does not conduct road pavement repair projects.  These 

projects are contracted out and the contractor specification documents include reference to needing to have and comply with appropriate BMP’s 

including those listed above. The City Engineer is responsible for inspection of the contractors work to ensure appropriate BMPS are being 

implemented.  
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C.2.b. ►Sidewalk/Plaza Maintenance and Pavement Washing  

Place a Y in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were implemented.  If not applicable, type NA in the box and provide an 

explanation in the comments section below. Place an N in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were not implemented for one or 

more of these activities during the reporting fiscal year, then in the comments section below provide an explanation of when BMPs were not 

implemented and the corrective actions taken.  

X 
Control of wash water from pavement washing, mobile cleaning, pressure wash operations at parking lots, garages, trash areas, gas station 

fueling areas, and sidewalk and plaza cleaning activities from polluting stormwater 

X Implementation of the BASMAA Mobile Surface Cleaner Program BMPs  

Comments: The City only has a few small public surface parking lots, we do not pressure wash these.  The City does not have any gas station 

fueling areas.  We have two public plaza areas that are periodically pressure washed and all wash water is plain water only and is directed to 

landscape areas per the BASMAA Mobile Surface Cleaner Program BMPs. 

 

 

 

 

C.2.c. ►Bridge and Structure Maintenance and Graffiti Removal  

Place a Y in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were implemented.  If not applicable, type NA in the box and provide an 

explanation in the comments section below. Place an N in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were not implemented for one or 

more of these activities during the reporting fiscal year, then in the comments section below provide an explanation of when BMPs were not 

implemented and the corrective actions taken. 

X Control of discharges from bridge and structural maintenance activities directly over water or into storm drains 

X Control of discharges from graffiti removal activities 

X Proper disposal for wastes generated from bridge and structure maintenance and graffiti removal activities 

X Implementation of the BASMAA Mobile Surface Cleaner Program BMPs for graffiti removal 

X 
Employee training on proper capture and disposal methods for wastes generated from bridge and structural maintenance and graffiti 

removal activities. 

X 
Contract specifications requiring proper capture and disposal methods for wastes generated from bridge and structural maintenance and 

graffiti removal activities. 

Comments: All graffiti removal is done with direct applied solvent with rags and wiped with cloths.  In some rare occurrence the City will paint over 

the graffiti.  The city does not have any bridges.  Graffiti is very minimal and rarely occurs and not a problem in the City of Clayton.  
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C.2.d. ►Stormwater Pump Stations  

Does your municipality own stormwater pump stations:  Yes X No 

If your answer is No then skip to C.2.e. 

Complete the following table for dry weather DO monitoring and inspection data for pump stations1 (add more rows for additional pump 

stations). If a pump station is exempt from DO monitoring, explain why it is exempt.   

Pump Station Name and Location 

First inspection 

Dry Weather DO Data 

Second inspection 

Dry Weather DO Data 

Date mg/L Date mg/L 

     

     

     

     

Summarize corrective actions as needed for DO monitoring at or below 3 mg/L. Attach inspection records of additional DO monitoring for 

corrective actions: 

Summary: 

 

 

Attachments: 

 

Complete the following table for wet weather inspection data for pump stations (add more rows for additional pump stations):   

Pump Station Name and Location 

Date 

(2x/year 

required) 

Presence of 

Trash  

(Cubic Yards) 

Presence of 

Odor  

(Yes or No) 

Presence of 

Color  

(Yes or No) 

Presence of 

Turbidity  

(Yes or No) 

Presence of 

Floating 

Hydrocarbons 

(Yes or No) 

       

       

       

                                                 
1 DO monitoring is exempted where all discharge from a pump station remains in a stormwater collection system or infiltrates into a dry creek immediately downstream. 
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C.2.e. ►Rural Public Works Construction and Maintenance  

Does your municipality own/maintain rural
2
 roads:  Yes X No 

If your answer is No then skip to C.2.f. 

Place a Y in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were implemented.  If not applicable, type NA in the box and provide an 

explanation in the comments section below. Place an N in the boxes next to activities where applicable BMPs were not implemented for one or 

more of these activities during the reporting fiscal year, then in the comments section below provide an explanation of when BMPs were not 

implemented and the corrective actions taken. 

 Control of road-related erosion and sediment transport from road design, construction, maintenance, and repairs in rural areas 

 Identification and prioritization of rural road maintenance based on soil erosion potential, slope steepness, and stream habitat resources  

 No impact to creek functions including migratory fish passage during construction of roads and culverts 

 Inspection of rural roads for structural integrity and prevention of impact on water quality 

 
Maintenance of rural roads adjacent to streams and riparian habitat to reduce erosion, replace damaging shotgun culverts and excessive 

erosion 

 
Re-grading of unpaved rural roads to slope outward where consistent with road engineering safety standards, and installation of water bars 

as appropriate 

 
Inclusion of measures to reduce erosion, provide fish passage, and maintain natural stream geomorphology when replacing culverts or 

design of new culverts or bridge crossings  

Comments including listing increased maintenance in priority areas: 

 

 

 

                                                 
2 Rural means any watershed or portion thereof that is developed with large lot home-sites, such as one acre or larger, or with primarily agricultural, grazing or open 

space uses. 
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C.2.f. ►Corporation Yard BMP Implementation  

Place an X in the boxes below that apply to your corporations yard(s): 

 We do not have a corporation yard 

 Our corporation yard is a filed NOI facility and regulated by the California State Industrial Stormwater NPDES General Permit 

X We have a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the Corporation Yard(s)   

Place an X in the boxes below next to implemented SWPPP BMPs to indicate that these BMPs were implemented in applicable instances. If not 

applicable, type NA in the box.  If one or more of the BMPs were not adequately implemented during the reporting fiscal year then indicate so 

and explain in the comments section below: 

X Control of pollutant discharges to storm drains such as wash waters from cleaning vehicles and equipment 

X 
Routine inspection prior to the rainy seasons of corporation yard(s) to ensure non-stormwater discharges have not entered the storm drain 

system 

X Containment of all vehicle and equipment wash areas through plumbing to sanitary or another collection method 

X 
Use of dry cleanup methods when cleaning debris and spills from corporation yard(s) or collection of all wash water and disposing of wash 

water  to sanitary or other location where it does not impact surface or groundwater when wet cleanup methods are used 

X Cover and/or berm outdoor storage areas containing waste pollutants 

Comments:  The Corp yard SWPPP is in process of being updated and a new document will be part of the FY 13/14 report and submitted at that 

time.  The City had previously conducted its inspections Annual prior to the rainy season of October 15th.  However based upon comments 

received January 8, 2013, from the Water Boards review of the 11-12 Annual Report it is now requested that we conduct prior to September 30th 

the timing has been done annually in each Annual Report Cycle however with the FY 13-14 Annual Report we will adjust our inspection timing so 

that it is done at the end of August per our letter of January 28, 2013 to the Water Board staff  Because the notice from the SF Water Board staff was 

received in January 2013, it was too late to adjust for FY 12/13.  However we note that was no rain until October 21, 2012, after our inspection of 

October 5, 2012.  We have included the last two prior FY inspections on our reporting table for ease of looking at the history and determining any 

trends that would need attention.  We have not identified any trends or issues. See Attachment C 2 f. 

If you have a corporation yard(s) that is not an NOI facility , complete the following table for inspection results for your corporation yard(s) or 

attach a summary including the following information:   

Corporation Yard Name 

Inspection Date 

(1x/year required) Inspection Findings/Results Follow-up Actions 

Clayton Maintenance Yard October 5, 2012 

(FY 12-13) 

All BMPs working fine.  Tarps are starting to degrade, need 

to order additional replacement tarps to cover equipment 

and bins.  

Ordered replacement tarps. 
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Clayton Maintenance Yard 

 

October 7, 2011 

(FY 11-12) 

All BMP’s working fine. Covers, straw waddles and 

sandbags for stockpiles are beginning to degrade need 

replacing. Unused and obsolete equipment and stockpile 

to be removed. 

Removed 120 cy of unused 

dirt stockpile; covered 

remaining stockpiles with 

new covers and straw 

waddles &new sandbags. 

Removed misc and obsolete 

equipment -  completed 

10/28/11 

Clayton Maintenance Yard 

 

February 23, 2011 

   (FY 10-11)  

 

All BMPs working fine – minor house keeping items being 

attended to – recovering of stockpile materials, removal of 

unused vehicle. Vehicle is not leaking fluids and area 

around vehicle is checked regularly so no issues.   

 

Unused vehicle will be taken 

to auction house . Continue 

to inspect vehicle to ensure 

no leaks until removed- 

removal expected by 

10/30/11.  Stockpile covers 

were replaced on 3/4/11; 

Unused vehicles were 

removed 
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Section 3 - Provision C.3 Reporting New Development and Redevelopment 

 

C.3.b.v.(2)(a) ►Green Streets Status Report  

(All projects to be completed by December 1, 2014) 

 

On an annual basis (if applicable), report on the status of any pilot green street projects within your jurisdiction.  For each completed project, 

report the capital costs, operation and maintenance costs, legal and procedural arrangements in place to address operation and maintenance 

and its associated costs, and the sustainable landscape measures incorporated in the project including, if relevant, the score from the Bay-

Friendly Landscape Scorecard.  

Summary: 

 

There are no green streets projects built or planned within our jurisdiction.   The City is built out city with newer infrastructure there does not appear 

to be any foreseeable future opportunity for retrofitting existing improvements.  However please refer to the C.3 New Development and 

Redevelopment section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report which includes a description of activities conducted at the countywide or 

regional level. 

 

 

C.3.b.v.(2)(c) ►Summary of Green Street Projects Completed by 

January 1, 2013 

 

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Provide a summary of all green street projects completed by January 1, 2013.    

Summary: 

 

BASMAA has prepared a regional summary of all green street pilot projects.  The Green Street Pilot Project Summary Report is being submitted by 

BASMAA, on behalf of the MRP permittees, in BASMAA’s MRP FY 12-13 Regional Supplement – New Development and Redevelopment. The Green 

Streets Pilot Project Summary Report contains all of the required elements listed in Provision C.3.b.v.(2)(c) for all green street projects completed by 

January 1, 2013, as well as information on projects not yet completed.  

 

 

C.3.b.v.(1) ►Regulated Projects Reporting   

There were no regulated projects approved in the FY 12/13 reporting period.  The City of Clayton did deem one project (Silver Oak Estates) 

complete for permit entitlement processing in May 2013. This will be our first regulated project.  This project is in the process of undergoing the 

CEQA compliance Environmental Review and will require public hearings for tentative map, design review.  It is expected that the public hearing 
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processes will begin in April 2014. This is an in fill residential project of apx. 14 acres consisting of 53 attached single family (townhomes) and 7 

detached single family homes, near Mt. Diablo Creek. The total density is 4 units per acre.  The project draft Stormwater Control Plan complies with 

City Ordinance 444 and C3 Guidebook 6th Ed.   

 

The prior Clayton Community Church project noted during the FY 11/12 Annual Report, filed and received deemed complete application, then 

started the environmental review process (it had proposed 100% C3 LID); however withdrew their application and sold the property.  No new 

development application has been submitted. 

 

See Table  C.3.b.v.(1) 

 

 

 

C.3.e.v. ►Alternative or In-Lieu Compliance with Provision C.3.c.   

(For FY 11-12 Annual Report and each Annual Report thereafter) 

 Is your agency choosing to require 100% LID treatment onsite for all Regulated Projects 

and not allow alternative compliance under Provision C.3.e.?  

X 

Yes 

 

No 

 Comments (optional):  

The City of Clayton stormwater ordinance was updated on April 2, 2013 by Ordinance 444 (previous Ordinance 379 was repealed in its entirety 

and replaced by the new Ordinance 444).  The update was to address some clean up items since adoption of the MRP, and is consistent with the 

sample updated Ordinance that the program developed.  As with the prior Ordinance the current Ordinance 444 requires every application for a 

development project to be accompanied by a stormwater control plan that meets the criteria in the most recent version of the CCCWP 

Stormwater C.3 Guidebook as well as the current NPDES permit and any subsequent amendments, reissuance or successor thereafter.  The 

Guidebook is ongoingly updated to incorporate the requirements of Provision C.3.e. See the New Development and Redevelopment section of the 

CCCWP’s FY 2012-2013Annual Report for details. (The new Ordinance is included as Attachment C3e) 
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C.3.e.vi ► Special Projects Reporting  

1. Has your agency received, but not yet granted final discretionary approval of, a 

development permit application for a project that has been identified as a potential 

Special Project based on criteria listed in MRP Provision C.3.e.ii(2) for any of the three 

categories of Special Projects (Categories A, B or C)?   

 

Yes 

 X 

No 

2. Has your agency granted final discretionary approval of a project identified as a 

Special Project in the March 15, 2013 report? If yes, include the project in both the 

C.3.b.v.(1) Table, and the C.3.e.vi. Table. 

 

Yes 

X 

No 

If you answered “Yes” to either question,  

1) Complete Table C.3.e.vi . below. 

2) Attach narrative discussion of 100% LID Feasibility or Infeasibility for each project. 

 

 

C.3.h.iv. ► Installed Stormwater Treatment Systems Operation 

and Maintenance Verification Inspection Program Reporting 

 

 

There City does not have any regulated projects (those approved prior to December 1, 2011) however the City has early projects that have 

included LID approaches although were not required to implement the LID requirement. These projects are being included on the listing for 

purposes of providing the information to appropriate vector control agency only, and to demonstrate that the City of Clayton has had projects 

implement measures prior to when required under the permit thus demonstrating our efforts to comply with the objectives of the Clean Water 

Program and the Water Board as it relates to reducing impervious pavement runoff impacts into waterways.   Even though not required these early 

projects have O&M plans and are all inspected annually by the City.  
 

See attached table C.3.h.iv                                                                               

(2) On an annual basis, provide a discussion of the inspection findings for the year and any common problems encountered with various types of 

treatment systems and/or HM controls.  This discussion should include a general comparison to the inspection findings from the previous year.   

Summary: 

Note that projects approved prior to December 1, 2011 were not required to fully implement the LID requirement in Provision C.3.c.i. 

The City of Clayton did not have nor approve any regulated project during the FY 12/13 reporting period.  

There are no Regulated Projects within the City of Clayton and there are not any stormwater treatments or HM controls have that have been 

built yet for Regulated Projects within the City of Clayton.  For any future regulated projects the City will conduct annual O&M Program 

verification compliance inspection.  
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The City has 5 private and one public non-regulated projects that have LID with O&M Programs that include self –inspection by 

owners/operators—However the City has always done its own annual inspection and continues to do so even for all these non-regulated 

projects.  They are monitored and tracked by the City but are not included in this report as regulated projects since they pre-date the specific 

reporting requirement. Even though these are non-regulated and thus not reportable projects the City is including this information only to more 

fully provide information on our efforts to address stormwater runoff.   
 

Non reportable (non-regulated)  private projects:  

The City has five private projects approved prior to December 1, 2011 as “early projects” they include LID The early projects are:  
 

 CVS Pharmacy (formally Longs Drugs) 16,000 sq. ft. ; 
 

 Flora Square Retail/Office 7,000 sq. ft. ;  
 

 Mitchell Creek Place residential 9-lot small lot infill ;  
 

 Pine Hollow Estates single family residential subdivision 8-lot.   
 

 Diablo Pointe/Diablo Estates subdivision 24 lot single family residential; however this project has not been completed and is only about 

90% completed at the end of this reporting period. Its subdivision map, and house design plans were originally approved in 2004; with re-

approval in 2010.  In June 2011 additional approvals were granted for modified building design, variances and lot line adjustments. This 

project has a Benefit Assessment District that the City uses the funds to monitor compliance with the O&M.  
 

 Oak Creek Canyon a 5 lot single family detached large lot subdivision was originally approved in 2003 (with application deemed 

complete in July 2002) and  was thought to have an expired subdivision map.  However it was recently determined that the tentative map 

is still valid pursuant to State legislation which extended the time of certain locally approved subdivision maps.  The project however has 

not recorded a final map nor obtained approvals for the layout and design of the homes.  It is therefore likely that this project will need to 

comply with the current C3 LID and submit appropriate O&M plans/documents as part of its remaining discretionary approvals; and may 

need to do this prior to filing a final map.  Because this is new information the City Attorney and City Engineer have not had an opportunity 

to determine specifically what requirements will apply.  Staff has met with the developer and outlined the issues and reference to the C3 

6th Ed.  The developer may not be able to provide on lot bio planters due to soil and slope conditions, and therefore may pursue modifying 

the previously planned siltation and detention basin to comply with C3 for all project runoff.  To date staff has not received any updated 

materials from the developer.     
 

There is one early private project that have received project approval but are not yet under construction that also include LID: Creekside 

Terrace a 7,000 sq. ft. mixed use retail/residential project that was approved in October 2011.   
 

 The, Clayton Community Church project included last year as suspended in processing by the applicant has now been withdrawn at its 

current location and the property sold. No new development application has been submitted. 
 

Non-reportable (non-regulated) public project:  

 Clayton Community Park Parking Lot Expansion, received approval in March 2011, and began construction in June 2011, and completed 

construction in December 28, 2011.  This project included LID and has an O&M Program.    
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There have not been any significant problems identified to date as part of the O&M Program and inspections.  Minor issues identified to date 

have been some overgrown landscape vegetation, some sediment filling of LID’s and some plant die off.  In all cases either the private 

maintenance corrected the issue as part of regular maintenance or if identified by City annual inspection, correction letter/notice of violations 

sent to responsible party with deadline to correct.  City then conducted a follow up inspection and found the corrections were completed and 

no further action or follow up was needed. (See Attachment C3 h)   

 

CVS & Flora Square 7/16/12; and 8/2012 for LID maintenance issues 

 

The City identified through its annual inspections two sites that had LID maintenance issues that needed to be corrected.  There was one small 

residential home remodel site that also did not obtain proper permits prior to construction and also had begun installation of non-compliant 

drainage system.  All items were corrected in response to City formal violation or stop work notifications and re-inspections confirmed the 

compliance.  All we in compliance within 10-30 days of receiving notification.  

 

CVS Location: This violation was regarding a narrow cobble strip with plants, per SWCP. The Plants were dead, and the cobbles were not covering 

the entire planter. The Building Maintenance Co. was notified and our City Inspector worked with CVS representative to resolve this issue. The dead 

plants were replaced.  
 

 

Flora Square Location: This violation was a result of a routine inspection of the above ground filtration planters at the front of the office building. All 

plants were dead and the filter mix was insufficient. Owner was contacted and this issue was resolved with replanting within a timely manner. 

 

 

(3) On an annual basis, provide a discussion of the effectiveness of the O&M Program and any proposed changes to improve the O&M Program 

(e.g., changes in prioritization plan or frequency of O&M inspections, other changes to improve effectiveness program).   

Summary: 

 

To date the O&M Program seems to be working well.  No major issues have been identified to date.  No changes to our inspection program 

are planned.  Because we have so few LID projects, all are currently being inspected annually by the City.  In addition the Homeowners Assn., 

or site management, is responsible for ongoing inspections and maintenance throughout the year.  The City receives their report as well as 

conducts its own annual verification inspection. During the City annual inspection if deficiencies are identified the responsible party is 

contacted by mail and a correction notice with deadline to complete issued.  The City conducts follow up inspection to verify corrections and 

compliance.  To date projects that have had deficiencies have responded to the letter and corrected the deficiencies at the time of the City 

follow up inspection.     
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(4)  During the reporting year, did your agency: 

 Inspect all newly installed stormwater treatment systems and HM controls within 45 

days of installation? X 

Yes 

  

No  Not applicable. No 

new facilities were 

installed. 

 Inspect at least 20 percent of the total number of installed stormwater treatment 

systems or HM controls?
3
 X 

Yes 

  

No  Not applicable. No 

treatment 

measures 

 Inspect at least 20 percent of the total number of installed vault-based systems? 
X 

Yes 

 
 

No  Not applicable. No 

vault systems. 

If you answered “No” to any of the questions above, please explain: 

 

 

 

 

C.3.i. ►Required Site Design Measures for Small Projects and 

Detached Single Family Home Projects 

 

On an annual basis, discuss the implementation of the requirements of Provision C.3.i, including ordinance revisions, permit conditions, 

development of standard specifications and/or guidance materials, and staff training.  

Summary: 

The Contra Costa Clean Water Program adopted a December 1, 2012 addendum to the Stormwater C.3 Guidebook, 6th Edition. The addendum, 

“Preparing a Stormwater Control Plan for a Small Land Development Project,” includes step-by-step instructions, a project data form, and standard 

specifications for runoff reduction measures. The City of Clayton’s stormwater ordinance (Ordinance 444) adopted April 2013, requires that 

applications for development approvals for projects subject to the permit’s new development requirements include a Stormwater Control Plan 

meeting the criteria in the most recent version of the Stormwater C.3 Guidebook. 

                                                 
3 If there is only 1 treatment measure in the jurisdiction, the agency must inspect it every year. 
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C.3.b.v.(1) ►Regulated Projects Reporting Table (part 1) – Projects Approved During the Fiscal Year Reporting 

Period  

Project Name 

Project No. 

Project Location
10

, Street 

Address Name of Developer 

Project 

Phase 

No.11 

Project Type & 

Description12 Project Watershed13 

Total Site 

Area 

(Acres) 

Total 

Area of 

Land 

Disturbed 

(Acres) 

Total New 

Impervious 

Surface 

Area (ft2)14 

Total 

Replaced 

Impervious 

Surface 

Area (ft2)15 

Total Pre-

Project 

Impervious 

Surface 

Area16 (ft2) 

Total Post-

Project 

Impervious 

Surface Area17 

(ft2) 

Private Projects           

None N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

            

            

            

            

Public Projects           

None N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

            

            

            

            

Comments:  

During the reporting period of FY 12/13 the City of Clayton did not have any regulated projects approved. 

                                                 
10

 Include cross streets 
11

 If a project is being constructed in phases, indicate the phase number and use a separate row entry for each phase. If not, enter “NA”. 
12

 Project Type is the type of development (i.e., new and/or redevelopment). Example descriptions of development are: 5-story office building, residential with 160 single-family homes with five 4-story buildings to contain 200 condominiums, 100 unit 2-story 
shopping mall, mixed use retail and residential development (apartments), industrial warehouse. 

13
 State the watershed(s) in which the Regulated Project is located.  Downstream watershed(s) may be included, but this is optional. 

14
 All impervious surfaces added to any area of the site that was previously existing pervious surface. 

15
 All impervious surfaces added to any area of the site that was previously existing impervious surface. 

16
 For redevelopment projects, state the pre-project impervious surface area. 

17
 For redevelopment projects, state the post-project impervious surface area. 
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C.3.b.v.(1) ►Regulated Projects Reporting Table (part 2) – Projects Approved During the Fiscal Year Reporting Period (private projects)  

Project Name 

Project No. 

Application 

Deemed 

Complete 

Date18   

Application 

Final 

Approval 

Date
19

 

Source 

Control 

Measures20 

Site Design 

Measures21 

Treatment 

Systems 

Approved22 

Type of Operation & 

Maintenance 

Responsibility 

Mechanism23 

Hydraulic Sizing 

Criteria24 

Alternative 

Compliance 

Measures25/26 

Alternative 

Certification27 HM Controls28/29 

Private Projects   

None N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

           

           

           

           

           

Comments:  

During the reporting period of FY 12/13 the City of Clayton did not have any regulated projects approved.   

                                                 
18

 For private projects, state project application deemed complete date. If the project did not go through discretionary review, report the building permit issuance date. 
19

 For private projects, state project application final discretionary approval date. If the project did not go through discretionary review, report the building permit issuance date. 
20

 List source control measures approved for the project. Examples include: properly designed trash storage areas; storm drain stenciling or signage; efficient landscape irrigation systems; etc. 
21

 List site design measures approved for the project. Examples include: minimize impervious surfaces; conserve natural areas, including existing trees or other vegetation, and soils; construct sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios with permeable surfaces, etc.  
22

 List all approved stormwater treatment system(s) to be installed onsite or at a joint stormwater treatment facility (e.g., flow through planter, bioretention facility, infiltration basin, etc.). 
23

 List the legal mechanism(s) (e.g., O&M agreement with private landowner; O&M agreement with homeowners’ association; O&M by public entity, etc…) that have been or will be used to assign responsibility for the maintenance of the post-construction 
stormwater treatment systems.  

24
 See Provision C.3.d.i. “Numeric Sizing Criteria for Stormwater Treatment Systems” for list of hydraulic sizing design criteria. Enter the corresponding provision number of the appropriate criterion (i.e., 1.a., 1.b., 2.a., 2.b., 2.c., or 3).  

25
 For Alternative Compliance at an offsite location in accordance with Provision C.3.e.i.(1), on a separate page, give a discussion of the alternative compliance site including the information specified in Provision C.3.b.v.(1)(m)(i) for the offsite project. 

26
 For Alternative Compliance by paying in-lieu fees in accordance with Provision C.3.e.i.(2), on a separate page, provide the information specified in Provision C.3.b.v.(1)(m)(ii) for the Regional Project. 

27
 Note whether a third party was used to certify the project design complies with Provision C.3.d. 

28
 If HM control is not required, state why not. 

29
 If HM control is required, state control method used (e.g., method to design and size device(s) or method(s) used to meet the HM Standard, and description of device(s) or method(s) used, such as detention basin(s), biodetention unit(s), regional detention 

basin, or in-stream control). 
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C.3.b.v.(1) ►Regulated Projects Reporting Table (part 2) – Projects Approved During the Fiscal Year Reporting Period (public projects)  

Project Name 

Project No. 

Approval 

Date30   

Date 

Construction 

Scheduled 

to Begin 

Source 

Control 

Measures31 

Site Design 

Measures32 

Treatment 

Systems 

Approved33 

Operation & 

Maintenance 

Responsibility 

Mechanism34 

Hydraulic Sizing 

Criteria35 

Alternative 

Compliance 

Measures36/37 

Alternative 

Certification38 HM Controls39/40 

Public Projects 

None N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

           

           

           

           

           

Comments:  

During the reporting period of FY 12/13 the City of Clayton did not have any regulated projects approved.   

 

 

                                                 
30

 For public projects, enter the plans and specifications approval date.  
31

 List source control measures approved for the project. Examples include: properly designed trash storage areas; storm drain stenciling or signage; efficient landscape irrigation systems; etc. 
32

 List site design measures approved for the project. Examples include: minimize impervious surfaces; conserve natural areas, including existing trees or other vegetation, and soils; construct sidewalks, walkways, and/or patios with permeable surfaces, etc.  
33

 List all approved stormwater treatment system(s) to be installed onsite or at a joint stormwater treatment facility (e.g., flow through planter, bioretention facility, infiltration basin, etc.). 
34

 List the legal mechanism(s) (e.g.,  maintenance plan for O&M by public entity, etc…) that have been or will be used to assign responsibility for the maintenance of the post-construction stormwater treatment systems.  
35

 See Provision C.3.d.i. “Numeric Sizing Criteria for Stormwater Treatment Systems” for list of hydraulic sizing design criteria. Enter the corresponding provision number of the appropriate criterion (i.e., 1.a., 1.b., 2.a., 2.b., 2.c., or 3).  
36

 For Alternative Compliance at an offsite location in accordance with Provision C.3.e.i.(1), on a separate page, give a discussion of the alternative compliance site including the information specified in Provision C.3.b.v.(1)(m)(i) for the offsite project. 
37

 For Alternative Compliance by paying in-lieu fees in accordance with Provision C.3.e.i.(2), on a separate page, provide the information specified in Provision C.3.b.v.(1)(m)(ii) for the Regional Project. 
38

 Note whether a third party was used to certify the project design complies with Provision C.3.d. 
39

 If HM control is not required, state why not. 
40

 If HM control is required, state control method used (e.g., method to design and size device(s) or method(s) used to meet the HM Standard, and description of device(s) or method(s) used, such as detention basin(s), biodetention unit(s), regional detention 
basin, or in-stream control). 
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C.3.h.iv. ►Table of Installed Stormwater Treatment Systems Operation and Maintenance Verification Inspection Program Reporting  

There City of Clayton does not have any regulated projects (those approved prior to December 1, 2011) however the City has early projects that have included LID approaches although were not required to 

implement the LID requirement. 
 

These projects are non-regulated and non-reportable but are being included on the listing for purposes of providing the information to appropriate vector control agency only, and to demonstrate that the City of 

Clayton has had projects implement measures prior to when required under the permit thus demonstrating our efforts to comply with the objectives of the Clean Water Program and the Water Board as it relates to 

reducing impervious pavement runoff impacts into waterways.   Even though not required these early projects have O&M plans and are all inspected annually by the City.  

  

Name of 

Facility/Site 

Inspected  

Address of 

Facility/Site 

Inspected 

Newly 

Installed? 

(YES/NO)41 

Party 

Responsible42 

For Maintenance 

Date of 

Inspection 

Type of 

Inspection43  

Type of Treatment/HM 

Control(s) Inspected44 Inspection Findings or Results45 

Enforcement Action 

Taken46  Comments/Follow-up 

CVS Pharmacy  Center Street  
 

(16,000 sq ft single 

story commercial 

building; City 

conducts annual 

inspection; private 

maintenance) 

No 

Installed 

apx. 2006  

CVS and 

Endashian LLC  

(lessor; and 

property owner) 

7/16/2012; 

8/10/2012 

Annual; 

Follow Up  

Filtration Planters/Bio- 

Retention Planters / 

Flo-Through Planters 

 

On-Site  

Missing plants in one planter 

area that parking lot drains into 

 

Written letter of 

correction as 

Notice of Violation  

Follow up inspection of 

8/10/12 determined 

compliance (plants 

replanted)  

 – NOV rescinded  

 

Flora Square Center/Oak Street  
 

(7,000 sq foot 2 

story retail/office 

building; city 

conducts annual 

inspection; private 

maintenance) 

No 

Installed 

apx. 2009 

Dave Thomas  

NUCP Clayton 

LLC 

(property owner) 

 

7/16/2012; 

8/17/2012 

Annual; 

Follow Up 

Filtration Planters/Bio- 

Retention Planters 

 

On- Site  

Dead plants in planter raised 

planter box that building roof 

drains into 

Written letter of 

correction as 

Notice of Violation 

Follow up inspection on 

8/17/12 verified 

compliance (missing 

plants replaced)   

-NOV rescinded  

 

Mitchell Creek 

Place  

High Street  No  

Installed 

apx. 2009 

HOA  7/16/2012 Annual  Filtration Planters/Bio- 

Retention Planters 

On-Site 

Satisfactory, clear of debris, no 

litter all vegetation healthy and 

properly trimmed;  in 

compliance with plans 

None  None  

Pine Hollow 

Estates 

Pardi Place  

8 lot single family 

subdivision; city 

conducts annual 

No 

Installed 

apx. 2008  

HOA  7/16/2012 Annual  Filtration Planters/Bio- 

Retention Planters 

 

Satisfactory, clear of debris, no 

litter all vegetation healthy and 

properly trimmed;  in 

compliance with plans 

None  None  

                                                 
41

 Indicate “YES” if the facility was installed within the reporting period, or “NO” if installed during a previous fiscal year. 
42

 State the responsible operator for installed stormwater treatment systems and HM controls. 
43

 State the type of inspection (e.g., 45-day, routine or scheduled, follow-up, etc.). 
44

 State the type(s) of treatment systems inspected (e.g., bioretention facility, flow-through planter, infiltration basin, etc…) and the type(s) of HM controls inspected, and indicate whether the treatment system is an onsite, joint, or offsite system. 
45

 State the inspection findings or results (e.g., proper installation, improper installation, proper O&M, immediate maintenance needed, etc.). 
46

 State the enforcement action(s) taken, if any. 
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C.3.h.iv. ►Table of Installed Stormwater Treatment Systems Operation and Maintenance Verification Inspection Program Reporting  

There City of Clayton does not have any regulated projects (those approved prior to December 1, 2011) however the City has early projects that have included LID approaches although were not required to 

implement the LID requirement. 
 

These projects are non-regulated and non-reportable but are being included on the listing for purposes of providing the information to appropriate vector control agency only, and to demonstrate that the City of 

Clayton has had projects implement measures prior to when required under the permit thus demonstrating our efforts to comply with the objectives of the Clean Water Program and the Water Board as it relates to 

reducing impervious pavement runoff impacts into waterways.   Even though not required these early projects have O&M plans and are all inspected annually by the City.  

  

Name of 

Facility/Site 

Inspected  

Address of 

Facility/Site 

Inspected 

Newly 

Installed? 

(YES/NO)41 

Party 

Responsible42 

For Maintenance 

Date of 

Inspection 

Type of 

Inspection43  

Type of Treatment/HM 

Control(s) Inspected44 Inspection Findings or Results45 

Enforcement Action 

Taken46  Comments/Follow-up 

inspection; private 

HOA and 

homeowner does 

maintenance 

On-Site  

Diablo Pointe 

(Estates)  

Regency/Rialto  

24 lot single family 

residential 

No 

VortSentry 

Installed 

apx. 2006 

 Lot LIDs 

installed 

apx. 2010     

to present 

(still under 

construction 

about 90% 

complete) 

City of Clayton 

for VortSentry – 

private 

homeowners for 

the residential lot 

LIDs 

8/2013 Annual Bio Retention Planters 

Vort Sentry  

Vort Sentry pre 

Treatment  

 

 

On-Site  

Inspection of VortSenty only – 

residential lot LID will be 

inspected later as part of tract 

acceptance process  

residential lot construction not 

yet completed 

No  Damage or blockage- 

removed 1 cubic yd of 

sediment from the VortSenty 

system and some debris/trash; 

installed new absorbent 

booms– no further action 

needed  

All on site LIDs of the residential 

lots completed to date were 

found to be in compliance 

None has a Benefit Assessment 

District  (BAD) that city 

oversees and City 

conducts maintenance 

and inspections; the BAD 

already is operational and 

thus the VortSentry are 

already under city 

maintenance. 

 

Prior to tract acceptance 

all lot LIDs will be 

inspected by the City  

Community Park 

Public parking 

lot – City 

responsible for 

maintenance 

and inspections 

Regency Dr/Marsh 

Creek Road 

No 

Installed in  

2/2011 

City of Clayton 12/2012 Annual  Filtration Planters/Bio-

Retention Planters 

 

On-Site  

Satisfactory, clear of debris, no 

litter all vegetation healthy and 

properly trimmed;  in 

compliance with plans 

None None 

Comments:  

See Attachment C3 h for correspondence related to items  inspected that had corrections; and for the  inspection/maintenance  report for the still under construction Diablo Pointe (Estates) project  for the VortSentry 
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C.3.e.vi.Special Projects Reporting Table  

Reporting Period – January 1 – June 30, 2013 
 

             

Project Name 

& No. 

Permittee Address Application 

Submittal 

Date47 

Status48 Description49 Site Total 

Acreage 

Density 

DU/Acre 

Density 

FAR 

Special Project 

Category50 

LID 

Treatment 

Reduction 

Credit 

Available51 

List of LID 

Stormwater 

Treatment 

Systems52 

List of Non-LID 

Stormwater 

Treatment 

Systems53 

None  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
             

 

 

 

                                                 
47

 Date that a planning application for the Special Project was submitted.  
48

 Indicate whether final discretionary approval is still pending or has been granted, and provide the date or version of the project plans upon which reporting is based. 
49

 Type of project (commercial, mixed-use, residential), number of floors, number of units, type of parking, and other relevant information. 
50

 For each applicable Special Project Category, list the specific criteria applied to determine applicability. For each non-applicable Special Project Category, indicate n/a. 
51

 For each applicable Special Project Category, state the maximum total LID Treatment Reduction Credit available. For Category C Special Projects also list the individual Location, Density, and Minimized Surface Parking Credits available. 
52

: List all LID stormwater treatment systems proposed. For each type, indicate the percentage of the total amount of runoff identified in Provision C.3.d. for the Special Project’s drainage area. 
       

53
 List all non-LID stormwater treatment systems proposed. For each type of non-LID treatment system, indicate: (1) the percentage of the total amount of runoff identified in Provision C.3.d. for the Special Project's drainage area, and (2) whether the treatment 

system either meets minimum design criteria published by a government agency or received certification issued by a government agency, and reference the applicable criteria or certification. 
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Section 4 – Provision C.4 Industrial and Commercial Site Controls 

 
 

Program Highlights  

Provide background information, highlights, trends, etc.  

The City of Clayton does not have any industrial sites.  The City of Clayton has very few commercial sites, they are limited to one  8 acre master 

planned neighborhood shopping center, and a two block area of smaller commercial business consisting of mostly offices, two small 

convenience stores, and a few restaurants. The City does not have any auto service facilities.  The City of Clayton contracts with the Central 

Contra Costa Sanitary District – Central Sans- (POTW) for its commercial inspections.  We have developed an inspection plan and review and 

update annually as needed with Central Sans staff supervising inspector.  City staff met with its inspector supervisor and ensured the business listing 

data base was current and updated the planned inspection list for the Fiscal year, facilities lists, and inspection frequencies and priorities; 2) the 

contracted POTW inspectors conducting inspections and provides regular updates to city staff 3) the POTW inspectors received appropriate 

training.  The City regularly monitors the meetings CCCWP’s Municipal Operations Committee and the in the BASMAA Municipal Operations 

Committee.  Refer to the C.4. Industrial and Commercial Site Controls section of the Program’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for a description of activities 

of the countywide program and/or the BASMAA Municipal Operations Committee. 

 

 

C.4.b.i. ► Business Inspection Plan  

 Do you have a Business Inspection Plan? X Yes  No 

If No, explain: 

 

 

C.4.b.iii.(1) ► Potential Facilities List  

List below or attach your list of industrial and commercial facilities in your Inspection Plan to inspect that could reasonably be considered to cause 

or contribute to pollution of stormwater runoff. 

 

See Attachment C4b(1) 

 

 

C.4.b.iii.(2) ►Facilities Scheduled for Inspection  

List below or attach your list of facilities scheduled for inspection during the current fiscal year. 

See Attachment C4b(2)  
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C.4.c.iii.(1) ►Facility Inspections  

Fill out the following table or attach a summary of the following information. Indicate your violation reporting methodology below. 

 X Permittee reports multiple discrete violations on a site as one violation. 

  Permittee reports the total number of discrete violations on each site. 

 Number Percent 

Number of businesses inspected 10  

Total number of inspections conducted  16  

Number of violations (excluding verbal warnings) 3  

Sites inspected in violation 3 N/A 

Violations resolved within 10 working days or otherwise deemed resolved in a longer but still timely manner 3 N/A 

Comments: 

Central Sans, our POTW inspector, reports that for initial inspections they provide an average of 4 informational materials per business; for re-

inspections they provide an average of 2 informational materials to the business.  

 

In summary, two businesses (restaurants) were issued Warning Notices; one business (restaurant) was issued a NOV.  

 

See Attachments C 4 c for details of the inspections.   

 

C.4.c.iii.(2) ►Frequency and Types/Categories of Violations 

Observed 

 

Fill out the following table or attach a summary of the following information. 

Type/Category of Violations Observed Number of Violations 

Actual discharge (e.g. active non-stormwater discharge or clear evidence of a recent discharge) 0 

Potential discharge and other  1 

Comments: 

The City of Clayton contracts with our POTW- Central Contra Costa Sanitation District for inspection services. 

Refer to the “Enforcement Actions” listed under C.4.c.iii.2  Typically a “Level 1” enforcement actions (Warning 

Notice) is not considered “violations”, however it is followed up with either specific follow up inspection, or at a 

subsequent regular inspection to ensure corrective action is taken.  

 

Discharges are counted as one discharge per inspection per site.   
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C.4.c.iii.(2) ►Frequency and Type of Enforcement Conducted  

Fill out the following table or attach a summary of the following information.  

 Enforcement Action 

(as listed in ERP)48 

Number of Enforcement 

Actions Taken 

% of Enforcement 

Actions Taken49 

Level 1 Warning Notice  2 N/A 

Level 2 Notice of Violation  1 N/A 

Level 3 Formal Enforcement Action (Administrative Penalties, Cost Recovery) 0 N/A 

Level 4 Legal Action/Referral to State and Federal Agencies 0 N/A 

Total  0 N/A 

 

C.4.c.iii.(3) ►Types of Violations Noted by Business Category  

Fill out the following table or attach a summary of the following information.  

Business Category50 

Number of Actual 

Discharge Violations 

Number of Potential/Other 

Discharge Violations 

Food Service  0 1 

Retail  0 0 

   

   

   

 

C.4.c.iii.(4) ►Non-Filers  

List below or attach a list of the facilities required to have coverage under the Industrial General Permit but have not filed for coverage: 

There are no industrial facilities in the City of Clayton, therefore there were no industries identified as non-filers during scheduled inspections during 

this fiscal year. Central Sans conducts inspections for Clayton under an interagency service agreement. Central Sans reviews the operations of the 

businesses inspected to determine if they may be subject to the General Industrial Permit standards and if so, determines if the business filed a 

Notice of Intent (NOI) with the SWRCB. If a non-filer is identified, Central Sans informs the business of the requirement to file a NOI. If the business 

does not file a NOI, Central Sans notifies City of Clayton of this status so that appropriate referral to the RWQCB is made. Central Sans did not notify 

the City of Clayton of any non-filers during the reporting period. 

 

                                                 
48

 Agencies to list specific enforcement actions as defined in their ERPs. 
49

 Percentage calculated as number of each type of enforcement action divided by the total number of enforcement actions. 
50

 List your Program’s standard business categories. 
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C.4.d.iii ►Staff Training Summary  

Training Name Training Dates Topics Covered 

No. of Inspectors in 

Attendance 

Percent of Inspectors 

in Attendance 

Commercial/Industrial 

Stormwater Inspection 

Training Workshop 

May 16, 2013  What you can and cannot do in a creek 

 State General Industrial Permit Reissuance 

 Management and cleanup of PCBs 

 Field trip/training on how to inspect a large 

water park including restaurant, parking, 

shopping and entertainment facilities 

7 28 

CWEA Pretreatment 

Pollution Prevention, and 

Stormwater Annual 

Conference  

Feb. 25-27, 2013  Stormwater BMP’s 

 Inspector Training Sessions  

 Outreach  

7 28 

CWEA labs 101- Back to 

Basics  

June 6, 2013  Good Sampling Methods  

 Sampling Handling  

6 67 

CWEA – NRTC including 

Plan Review 101  

Sept. 9-13, 2013  Stormwater Education and Outreach  

 Plan Reviews  

6 67 

CWEA Annual Conference  April 17-19, 2013  Inspector Training  

 Stormwater BMP’s  

 Outreach  

3 33 

Cal EPA Basic Inspector 

Academy  

June 10-13, 2013  Investigations 

 Evidence 

 Witness Testimony 

 Case Development 

 Interagency Coordination  

1 11 
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Section 5 – Provision C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination 
 

Program Highlights  

Provide background information, highlights, trends, etc.  

The City of Clayton monitored and received updates from the countywide program’s Municipal Operations Committee/Work Group; and the 

BASMAA Municipal Operations Committee. Refer to the C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual 

Report for a description of activities conducted at the countywide or regional level.   
 

During the year the City reviewed and updated its emergency and environmental contact list. There are no known or observed illicit discharges or 

illicit connections in the City of Clayton.  City Maintenance staff annually cleans all DI’s   throughout the City, and at that time observes to see if 

any signs of illicit discharges or connections.   The POTW’s also observe for such illicit discharges or connections during their annual business 

inspections.  The City contracts with the City of Concord for maintenance of its Sanitary Sewer system.  Construction permits go through a review 

by the City of Concord prior to issuance to ensure that any sewer connections are done to appropriate sewer lines and to current codes and are 

inspected properly.  
 

If the City was to receive a complaint/observation of illicit discharge or connection: Our process is that calls are received by city front line staff, 

police admin staff, or may be field observed by police patrol or maintenance staff in the field, and are directed to either the Asst. to the City 

Manager or the City Engineering Inspector for initial review, field verification and action; or referred to City Maintenance staff to verify and if 

needed to take appropriate action to ensure any discharge in public ways does not enter into storm drain. The Asst. to the City Manager is 

responsible to coordinate with POTW, city part time code enforcement staff person/city engineer/city attorney for any other appropriate follow 

action.  Such actions include contacting the business owner/operator and contact the property owner to determine how the discharge came 

about; provide them with appropriate educational information; and depending on circumstances may issue any appropriate written warning 

notice/ citation and/or conduct an investigation and file report with the District Attorney and the Regional Water Control Board for any other follow 

up action.  If it is from an illicit connection we would require them to remove the connection. 

 

 

C.5.c.iii ►Complaint and Spill Response Phone Number and Spill 

Contact List 

 

List below or attach your complaint and spill response phone number and spill contact list. 

Contact Description Phone Number 

No complaints received  N/A N/A 
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C.5.d.iii ►Evaluation of Mobile Business Program  

Describe implementation of minimum standards and BMPs for mobile businesses and your enforcement strategy. This may include participation in 

the BASMAA Mobile Surface Cleaners regional program or local activities.  

Description: 

The City participates in the Program outreach related to mobile surface cleaners and that by BASMAA. There are not any mobile surface cleaners 

located in the City of Clayton. The City has not and does not utilize or hire any mobile surface cleaners, if we were to do so we would utilize a 

certified Mobile Surface Cleaner.   

 

If the City was to receive a complaint/observation of illicit discharge: Our process is that calls are received by city front line staff, police admin 

staff, or may be field observed by police patrol or maintenance staff in the field, and are directed to either the Asst. to the City Manager or the City 

Engineering Inspector for initial review, field verification and action; or referred to City Maintenance staff to verify and if needed to take 

appropriate action to ensure any discharge in public ways does not enter into storm drain. The Asst. to the City Manager is responsible to 

coordinate with POTW, city part time code enforcement staff person/city engineer/city attorney for any other appropriate follow action.  Such 

actions include contacting the business owner/operator and contact the property owner to determine how the discharge came about; provide 

them with appropriate educational information; and depending on circumstances may issue any appropriate written warning notice/ citation 

and/or conduct an investigation and file report with the District Attorney and the Regional Water Control Board for any other follow up action. If it is 

from an illicit connection we would require them to remove the connection. 

 

Refer to the C.5 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination section of countywide CCCWP’s program’s FY 12-13 Annual Report ; and the BASMAA 

MRP Regional Supplement: Training and Outreach for FY 12-13 for a description of efforts by countywide CCCWP and the BASMAA Municipal 

Operations Committee to address mobile businesses.  

 

C.5.e.iii ►Evaluation of Collection System Screening Program  

Provide a summary or attach a summary of your collection screening program, a summary of problems found during collection system screening 

and any changes to the screening program this FY. 

Description: 

City Maintenance staff conducts annual conducts visual inspections and cleans as necessary all drainage inlets and all creeks, outfalls, and v-

ditches and box culverts (650 DI’s; 5 miles of creeks; 15 miles of v-ditches; and 2 box culverts).  All DI’s and outfalls are regularly inspected, 

monitored and cleaned as part of overall field maintenance activity during the rainy season and cleared as may be necessary.  No issues were 

observed or reported this year.  

24 locations were identified with the annual inspection in October 2011.  These were scheduled to be replaced in November 2011.  However due 

to budget cuts and limited staff resources the City Maintenance staff was not able to replace during FY 11-12 due to budget staffing reductions.  

These were replaced in FY 12-13 along with 45 other identified new locations, for a total of 69 total replacements done during FY 12-13.  After 

completing these replacements there are about 30 new locations that were identified that will be done during FY 13-14.  Currently there is apx. 

96% of the DI’s marked, well above the minimum MRP requirement of 80%.  

City Maintenance staff did clean the creeks, v-ditches, and  DI’s during FY 12-13 however, the 2 box culverts were inspected and determined that 

they did not need to be cleaned this FY.   
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C.5.f.iii.(1), (2), (3) ►Spill and Discharge Complaint Tracking  

Spill and Discharge Complaint Tracking (fill out the following table or include an attachment of the following information) 

 Number Percentage 

Discharges reported (C.5.f.iii.(1)) 0  

Discharges reaching storm drains and/or receiving waters (C.5.f.iii.(2)) 0 N/A 

Discharges resolved in a timely manner (C.5.f.iii.(3)) 0 N/A 

Comments: 

The City of Clayton did not receive or observe any spills or illicit discharges during the reporting period.  

Our process is that calls are received by city front line staff, police admin staff, or may be field observed by police patrol or maintenance staff in 

the field, and are directed to either the Asst. to the City Manager or City Engineering Inspector for initial review, field verification and action; or 

referred to City Maintenance staff to verify and if needed to take appropriate action to ensure any discharge in public ways does not enter into 

storm drain. The Asst. to the City Manager is responsible to coordinate with POTW, city part time code enforcement staff person/city engineer/city 

attorney for any other appropriate follow action. Such actions include contacting the business owner/operator and contact the property owner to 

determine how the discharge came about; provide them with appropriate educational information; and depending on circumstances may issue 

any appropriate written warning notice/ citation and/or conduct an investigation and file report with the District Attorney and the Regional Water 

Control Board for any other follow up action.    

 

 

C.5.f.iii.(4) ►Summary of major types of discharges and 

complaints  

 

Provide a narrative or attach a table and/or graph.  

None. There were not any discharges observed or complaints received during FY 2012-13. 
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Section 6 – Provision C.6 Construction Site Controls 

 

C.6.e.iii.1.a, b, c ►Site/Inspection Totals  

Number of High Priority Sites (sites disturbing < 1 acre of 

soil requiring storm water runoff quality inspection) 

(C.6.e.iii.1.a) 

Number of sites disturbing ≥ 1 acre 

of soil 

(C.6.e.iii.1.b) 

Total number of storm water runoff quality 

inspections conducted (include only High Priority 

Site and sites disturbing 1 acre or more) 

(C.6.e.iii.1.c) 

 

0 

 

1 

 

24 

 

Comments: 

The City of Clayton conducted approximately 50 additional stormwater quality inspections that were conducted at sites not within the above 

categories during FY 2012-13.  These sites generally consist of construction of minor items such as backyard residential swimming pools/spas, 

demolition of pools and backfill, residential building additions and remodels, and remove/replace of sidewalks due to tripping hazards.  The city 

conducted these inspections as part of its practice to ensure small projects are properly implementing site construction best management 

practices.  The City of Clayton collects inspection fees to cover its costs and a small refundable deposit.  This approach implemented several 

years ago greatly enhances our program to ensure these small projects are using appropriate BMP’s.  Because the City of Clayton is mostly built 

out, most of the construction activity is related to smaller residential type projects and some smaller tenant improvements to existing commercial 

buildings.  
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C.6.e.iii.1.d ►Construction Activities Storm Water Violations  

 

BMP Category Number of Violations
51

 

excluding Verbal Warnings 

% of Total Violations
52

 

Erosion Control 0 N/A 

Run-on and Run-off Control 1 100% 

Sediment Control 0 N/A 

Active Treatment Systems 0 N/A 

Good Site Management 0 N/A 

Non Stormwater Management 0 N/A 

Total
53

 1 100% 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
51

 Count one violation in a category for each site and inspection regardless of how many violations/problems occurred in the BMP category.  For example, if during one inspection at a 
site, there are 2 erosion control violations, only 1 violation would be counted for this table. 

52
 Percentage calculated as number of violations in each category divided by total number of violations in all six categories. 

53
 The total number of violations may count more than one violation per inspection, since some inspections may result in violations in more than one category.  For example, during 
one inspection of a site, there may have been both an erosion control violation and a sediment control violation.  For this reason, the total number of violations in this table may not 
match the total number of enforcement actions reported in Table C6.e.iii.1.e. 
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C.6.e.iii.1.e ►Construction Related Storm Water Enforcement 

Actions 
 

 Enforcement Action 

(as listed in ERP)
54

 

Number Enforcement 

Actions Issued 

% Enforcement Actions 

Issued
55

 

Level 1
56

 Verbal Warning (Pine Hollow Ct on 7/2/12)  1 100% 

Level 2 Written Letter of Correction  0 N/A 

Level 3 Written Notice of Violation – Formal Enforcement Action  

 Stop Work Order (Widmar Place) for active construction issues 

1 100% 

Level 4 Legal Action/Referral to State and Federal Agencies  0 N/A 

Total  2 100% 

                          See Attachment C 6 e for details  

 

C.6.e.iii.1.f, g ►Illicit Discharges  

 Number 

Number of illicit discharges, actual and those inferred through evidence at high priority sites and sites that disturb 1 acre or 

more of land (C.6.e.iii.1.f) 

0 

Number of sites with discharges, actual and those inferred through evidence at high priority sites and sites that disturb 1 acre 

or more of land (C.6.e.iii.1.g) 

0 

 

                                                 
54

 Agencies should list the specific enforcement actions as defined in their ERPs. 
55

 Percentage calculated as number of each type of enforcement action divided by the total number of enforcement actions. 
56

 For example, Enforcement Level 1 may be Verbal Warning.   
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C.6.e.iii.1.h, i ►Violation Correction Times  

 Number Percent 

Violations (excluding verbal warnings) fully corrected within 10 business days after violations are discovered or 

otherwise considered corrected in a timely period (C.6.e.iii.1.h) 

1 100%57 

Violations (excluding verbal warnings) not fully corrected within 30 days after violations are discovered 

(C.6.e.iii.1.i) 

0 N/A58 

Total number of violations (excluding verbal warnings) for the reporting year59 1 100% 

Comments: 

Widmar Place: This violation was for commencing single family home remodeling without obtaining city permits, including installation of drainage 

systems that needed to be removed.  The owner and contractor were issued stop work order and subsequently obtained all necessary permits, 

including plans that removed illegal drainage and had proper drainage and grading – site inspection through the permit process ensured all 

issues were resolved.  
 

See Attachment C 6 e 1 for details of the violations and corrections. 

 

C.6.e.iii.(2) ►Evaluation of Inspection Data  

Describe your evaluation of the tracking data and data summaries and provide information on the evaluation results (e.g., data trends, typical 

BMP performance issues, comparisons to previous years, etc.).  

Description: In 09/10 there were not any active construction projects that were subject to the thresholds of the NPDES MRP permit.  During 10/11 

there was only one project (Diablo Pointe) which was only doing remedial grading to a reactivated subdivision project of 24 lots. During 11/12 the 

24 lot project was reactivated and moved quickly through the construction process.  The project had all site improvement work completed some 

years back; the only hard construction was limited to the pad lots and some open space slope repair.   

During FY 12/13 this development was in the house construction phase. Currently, the Diablo Pointe Subdivision is now built out, and all house 

construction is complete. The City of Clayton is very small and mostly built out; most projects occur only every few years and thus we are not able 

to obtain meaningful trend analysis.  Over the 24 inspections that occurred to this project site, there were not any consistent or significant  issues 

identified and the contractors kept all BMP’s in good condition, there were not any violations observed. The developer is a major builder (Toll 

Brothers) and they appear to understand the importance of good establishment and maintenance of their site BMP’s. In general it appears most 

major developers have contractors who are better versed in the provisions of the MRP, the Clean Water Programs C3 Guidebook etc.   

 

                                                 
57

 Calculated as number of violations fully corrected in a timely period after the violations are discovered divided by the total number of violations for the reporting year. 
58

 Calculated as number of violations not fully corrected within 30 days after the violations are discovered divided by the total number of violations for the reporting year. 
59

 The total number of violations reported in the table of Violation Correction Times equals the number of initial enforcement actions. This assumes one violation is issued for several 
problems during an inspection at a site. The total number of violations in the table of Violation Correction Times may not equal the total number of enforcement actions because one 
violation issued at a site may have a second enforcement action for the same violation at the next inspection if it is not corrected. 
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C.6.e.iii.(2) ►Evaluation of Inspection Program Effectiveness  

Describe what appear to be your program’s strengths and weaknesses, and identify needed improvements, including education and outreach.  

Description: 

There have not been any weaknesses identified.  There has only been one active construction site over the last three years or too little activity to 

make evaluation.  

Our strength is in our training and information materials and outreach/information processes we have developed. The City has had its City 

Engineer, Planning Director and Stormwater Manager trained on the new MRP through the program training.  The City Engineer, City Inspector, and 

City Stormwater Program Manager (Asst to the City Manager) completed the QSD/QSP training.  The city engineer also took and passed the exam.  

They also received, along with the new Planning Director and the Asst. Planner additional training from the CCCWP in June 2013 related to 

implementing MRP provision C3 requirements.  The City continues to actively implement the MRP requirements as part of its planning and 

development process review and refers any potential developer of a project subject to the MRP to the Programs website.  The City outreached 

and provided information to developers/architects and engineers in the private sector of training opportunities related to the MRP.  The City 

provides informational materials on good housekeeping construction practices on all construction related permits, including small projects.  The 

City has very infrequent large construction projects, most construction is smaller projects of home remodeling’s/additions/swimming pools and 

commercial tenant improvements. The city requires and conducts inspections of all these projects to ensure compliance with appropriate BMP’s.  

The City’s stormwater manager actively participated in the CCCWP’s Development Committee and monitored the activity of the BASMAA 

Development Committee. The City Inspector has replaced the prior year inspection forms with the example forms available through the Clean 

Water Program. The City Inspector also participated in local training workshops/seminars on storm water inspection procedures. 

In April 2013 the City Council Adopted Ordinance 444 which updated our Stormwater Discharge Ordinance to align better with the MRP.  The 

Ordinance framework was provided by the Clean Water Program new Development Committee Workgroup which the City Stormwater Manager 

(Asst to the City Mgr.) actively participated on.  (See Attachment C 6 e 2)  

Refer to the C.6 Construction Site Control section of countywide CCCWP’s program’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for a description of activities at the 

countywide or regional level. 

 

C.6.f ►Staff Training Summary  

Training Name Training Dates Topics Covered 

No. of Inspectors in 

Attendance 

Percent of 

Inspectors in 

Attendance 

CCCWP Stormwater Control Plan 

Preparation 

May 17, 2012 How to Prepare Stormwater Control Plans 

for Development Projects  

2 (planning staff)  N/A 

CCCWP Commercial Industrial Inspection 

Training  

May 16, 2013   What you can and cannot do in a 

creek 

 State General Industrial Permit 

Reissuance 

 Management and cleanup of 

PCBs 

 

1 (program manager)  N/A 
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 Field trip/training on how to 

inspect a large water park 

including restaurant, parking, 

shopping and entertainment 

facilities 

CCCWP Implementing C3  June 11, 2013 Implementing MRP Provision C3 

Requirements for Land Development  

2 (planning staff)  

1 (inspector) 

1 (program manager)  

100% 

Caltrans Federal Aide Construction 

Projects 

Aug. 6-10, 2013 All Construction activities & Erosion Control 

responsibilities for Municipalities.  

                1          100% 
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Section 7 – Provision C.7. Public Information and Outreach  

 

C.7.a ►Storm Drain Inlet Marking (existing storm drains)  

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Report prior years’ estimated annual percentages of municipality maintained storm drain inlet markings 

inspected and maintained as legible with a no dumping message or equivalent.  At least 80% of municipality-maintained storm drain inlet 

markings shall be inspected and maintained at least once per 5-year permit term.   

Summary: 

Based on the total number of municipality maintained storm drain inlets stenciled with a marking such as “No dumping, drains to Bay”, provide the 

percentage that was inspected and maintained as legible during the following fiscal years:  The City has apx. 650 DI’s in FY 12/13 all stenciled with 

thermoplastic “No Dumping Drains to Creek” - all were inspected and 67 signs were found in need of replacing; of those 40 were replaced during  

FY 12/13. 

Estimated annual percentage of stenciled municipality storm drain inlets that were inspected and maintained as legible: 

2009-10:  96% 

2010-11:  93% 

2011-12:  92% 

2012-13:  94% 

 

C.7.a ►Storm Drain Inlet Marking (newly-constructed, privately-maintained streets)  

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Report prior years’ annual number of projects accepted after inlet markings were verified.  For newly-approved, 

privately-maintained streets, permittees shall require inlet marking by the project developer upon construction and maintenance of markings 

through the development maintenance entity. Markings shall be verified prior to acceptance of the project. 

Summary: Provide, on an annual basis, the number of projects with privately-maintained streets constructed and accepted by your agency, for 

which inlets were marked prior to acceptance of the project.  

Annual number of newly-constructed, privately-maintained streets for which inlets were marked: 

2009-10: 0 projects 

2010-11: 0 projects 

2011-12: 0 projects 

2012-13: 0 projects 

The City of Clayton through its conditions of approval requires the developer to install all “No Dumping Drains to Creek” thermoplastic markings at 

all inlets, this is for both public and private streets.  The City ensures through on site field inspection prior to the acceptance through our City 

Engineer that these have been installed.  The developer has a maintenance period for all public installed improvements that are guaranteed by 

bond.  Prior to release of the bond, another inspection is conducted to ensure they are still in acceptable condition, if not the developer is required 

to replace and they are re-inspected by the City Engineer prior to release of the bond.  Even though the streets are private the drainage facilities 

typically are public with public drainage easements, thus the City responsibility for maintenance, including inspection and replacing the markings 

as needed.      
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C.7.b.ii.1 ►Advertising Campaign   

Summarize advertising efforts. Include details such as messages, creative developed, and outreach media used. The detailed advertising report 

may be included as an attachment. If advertising is being done by participation in a countywide or regional program, refer to the separate 

countywide or regional Annual Report.   

Summary: 

The City of Clayton monitored and received updates during FY 2012-13 from the countywide program’s CCCWP’s Public Information and 

Participation Committee and BASMAA’s Public Information and Participation Committee Guidance.  Refer to Section 7 in the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 

Annual Report for a complete review of advertising efforts conducted by the CCCWP on behalf of all Permittees.  

 

 

C.7.b.iii.1 ►Pre-Campaign Survey  

(For the Annual Report following the pre-campaign survey) Summarize survey information such as sample size, type of survey (telephone 

survey, interviews etc.). Attach a survey report that includes the following information. If survey was done regionally, refer to a regional 

submittal that contains the following information: 

Place an X in the appropriate box below: 

 Survey report attached 

X 
Refer to Section C.7 in the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for complete details on the pre-campaign survey conducted for the 

CCCWP’s Pesticide Campaign 

 

C.7.c ►Media Relations  

Summarize the media relations effort. Include the following details for each media pitch in the space below, AND/OR refer to a regional report 

that includes these details:  

 Topic and content of pitch  

 Medium (TV, radio, print, online)  

 Date of publication/broadcast  
Summary: 

Refer to BASMAA’s “MRP Regional Supplement for Training and Outreach Report” for a summary of media relations efforts conducted during FY 12-

13 on behalf of all Permittees. 

The City of Clayton is required in the MRP to have 6 media outreaches.  Through BASMAA and the CCCWP 6 were conducted in addition there 

were additional (apx 4) City outreaches thus we exceeded the 6 minimum required and achieved a total of apx 11 for FY 12-13.   

Within the City of Clayton there are two local newspapers “Clayton Pioneer” and the “Concord Transcript”, throughout the year there are various 

articles related to a variety of green topics, including recycling and trash reduction.  In addition our local trash/recycling hauler maintains a 
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website with information related to the proper way to discard trash/recycling, the City’s web site has a link to their website and the website is also 

included on outreach materials.  Our hauler also provides an annual customer guide that is mailed to all residents and businesses within the City, 

and provides bi-monthly billing messages that often have information related to trash reduction and recycling. The City also distributes at its library 

and City hall flyers on sharps/drugs and bulky object pick up/recycling that the hauler provides for in most cases at no cost, including e-waste 

During 12-13 the hauler also mailed out a flier with information and provided direct mail letter to all commercial business.  All commercial 

businesses were inspected and found to be subscribing and have trash and recycling services.  The City’s local paper “Clayton Pioneer” also 

coordinated and advertised a “Clayton Cleans Up” day for residents to participate in.  This year apx. 300 people attended, our largest turn out yet. 

At this event there were various materials related to the proper disposal of trash and recycling provided.  
 

Clayton Customer Guide 2012 (mailed Jan – Feb 2012) sent to over 4,700 residents and 100 businesses (all Clayton households and businesses)  
 

Treecycling 2012 (mailed December 2012) sent to over 4,700 residents and 100 businesses (all clayton households and businesses) – Also posted 

at three public posting informational kiosks in the City 

Sharps – Pharmaceutical disposal – sent to over 4,700 residents (all clayton households) 100 provided at Library and City Hall; 100 provided at 

Clayton Cleans Up. Also posted at three public posting informational kiosks in the City- The city has collection bins at its police department for 

these.  In FY 12/13 there was188 lbs of sharps were dropped off; and 530.5 lbs. of pharmaceuticals  
 

Free Bulky items/e-waste  pick  up - 100 provided pick up at Library and City Hall; 100 provided for Clayton Cleans Up April 2012 Also posted at 

three public posting informational kiosks in the City. In FY 12/13 there were apx. 153 appliances and 146 mattress; and 266 e-waste items 

collected curbside for free from our hauler Allied/Republic.  
 

See Attachment C 7 c  

 

 

C.7.d ►Stormwater Point of Contact  

Summary of any changes made during FY 12-13: 

There are no changes to the City website or city point of contact for the stormwater program.  

 

Refer to countywide Program’s [CCCWP’s] C.7 Public Information and Outreach section of Program’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and the BASMAA MRP 

Regional Supplement: Training and Outreach for FY 12-13, for efforts conducted by the countywide program to publicize stormwater points of 

contact (e.g. program website, hotline, outreach materials, etc.).   

Additionally, our local trash/recycling hauler continues to  maintains a website with information related to the proper way to discard 

trash/recycling, the City’s web site has a link to their website and the website is also included on outreach materials. There are no changes to the 

City website or city point of contact for the stormwater program. 
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C.7.e ►Public Outreach Events  

Describe general approach to event selection. Provide a list of outreach materials and giveaways distributed. 

Use the following table for reporting and evaluating public outreach events  

Event Details Description (messages, audience) Evaluation of Effectiveness 

Provide event name, date, and location. 

Indicate if event is local, countywide or regional.  

 

The City of Clayton is required to participate in a 

minimum of three public outreach events every 

year, the City exceeded this minimum as it  

participated in a total of 6 events in FY 12-13.  

Two events were coordinated by the program: 

Bring Back the Natives, Our Water Our World. In 

addition the City helped facilitate four other 

local outreach events: Oktoberfest, Clayton 

Cleans Up; Creekside Arts Festival; the Art and 

Wine Festival.    

Identify type of event (e.g., school fair, 

farmers market etc.), type of audience 

(school children, gardeners, homeowners 

etc.) and outreach messages (e.g., 

Enviroscape presentation, pesticides, 

stormwater awareness)  

Provide general staff feedback on the event 

(e.g., success at reaching a broad spectrum of 

the community, well attended, good 

opportunity to talk to gardeners etc.). Provide 

other details such as:  

 Estimated overall attendance at the 

event.  

 Number of people that visited the 

booth, comparison with previous years  

 Number of brochures and giveaways 

distributed  

 Results of any spot surveys conducted 
 

Bringing Back the Natives Garden Tour, 

Countywide 

May 2013 

Tour to encourage landscaping using native 

plants, minimizing pesticide and fertilizer 

use, water conservation, mulching and 

composting, etc… for countywide residents.  

See the Fiscal Year 2012/13 Group Program 

Annual Report, Section C.7, for further 

details regarding the description of this 

event. 

See the Fiscal Year 2012/13 Group Program 

Annual Report, Section C.7, for further details 

regarding the effectiveness of this event. 

Support Our Water Our World, Countywide 

Various dates 

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details 

regarding the description of this event. 

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details regarding 

the effectiveness of this event. 

Oktoberfest, Local   

(October 6 & 7,  2012 – Downtown Clayton)  

This is a two day weekend of vendor booths 

and music.  The City staff helps facilitate the 

placement of two booths one from the 

Household Hazardous Waste/Central 

Sanitary District/Mr. Funnelhead and the 

other Contra Costa Water District.  Both 

these booths provide their own staffing with 

information and education on watershed 

Estimated attendance over the two day 

weekend is 10,000 it included parents and 

children.  Due to budget cuts city staff can no 

longer attend this event, and is done solely by 

the other agencies and their staff there is not 

any information on the amount of materials 

distributed. The number of attendees has varied 

over the years as it is dependent on weather 
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awareness, proper disposal/recycling of 

materials, general stormwater awareness,  

Enviroscape landscaping using native 

plants, minimizing pesticide and fertilizer 

use, water conservation, mulching and 

composting, etc Attendees were 

encouraged to take the materials.  Mr. 

Funnelhead also attends, a dressed up 

mascot that interacts with the children, the 

message is only rain down the drain, 

general stormwater awareness and less 

toxic gardening practices. 

(better weather has better turn out) 

Creekside Arts Festival, Local 

(March 22, 23 & 24, 2013 - Library)  

A weekend event featuring local area artist 

who have made or done art that is 

reflective or the natural /local environment 

and also includes those that do unique art 

in reuse. Artists and the Environment.  The 

location is a community room next to a 

creekside trail/local library branch. Tables 

for local organizations that promote our 

nature areas are provided and there is 

information regarding good environment 

stewardship.  Also promoted are books 

promoting nature and the environment 

especially local materials. 

This year included Wildlife biologist with 

outdoor interpretative program at Library’s 

creekside habitat; eco art interactive 

projects/demonstrations.  

Estimated attendance is 500 over the two days.  

Due to budget cuts city staff can no longer 

participate and it is put on by volunteers.  There 

is not any information on the amount of 

materials distributed.  There is interactive art 

project for children using the environment, such 

as rock painting, collecting leafs for colleges 

from the nearby creekside trail etc.  The number 

of attendees has varied over the years as it is 

dependent on weather (better weather has 

better turn out) as well as competing local 

youth sports activities.    

Clayton Cleans Up , Local 

(April 27, 2013- City Hall Courtyard) 

This is a three hour Saturday morning 

Community Clean Up event along city trails, 

creeks, and sidewalk/landscape areas. 

Tables with information and education was 

provided & residents encouraged to take 

the materials.  Mr. Funnelhead also attends, 

a dressed up mascot that interacts with the 

children, the message is only rain down the 

drain, general stormwater awareness and 

less toxic gardening practices. 

Estimated attendance was 300 ( the most ever 

for this annual event) it included parents and 

children.  Due to budget cuts city staff can no 

longer attend this event, and is done solely by 

volunteers there is not any information on the 

amount of materials distributed. The number of 

attendees has varied over the years as it is 

dependent on weather (better weather has 

better turn out) as well as competing local 

youth sports activities.    
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Art and Wine Festival, Local   

(May 4 & 5, 2013- Downtown Clayton)  

This is a two day weekend of vendor booths 

and music.  The City staff helps facilitate the 

placement of two booths one from the 

Household Hazardous Waste/Central 

Sanitary District/Mr. Funnelhead and the 

other Contra Costa Water District.  Both 

these booths provide their own staffing with 

information and education on watershed 

awareness, proper disposal/recycling of 

materials, general stormwater awareness,  

Enviroscape landscaping using native 

plants, minimizing pesticide and fertilizer 

use, water conservation, mulching and 

composting, etc Attendees were 

encouraged to take the materials.  Mr. 

Funnelhead also attends, a dressed up 

mascot that interacts with the children, the 

message is only rain down the drain, 

general stormwater awareness and less 

toxic gardening practices. 

Estimated attendance over the two day 

weekend is 10,000 it included parents and 

children.  Due to budget cuts city staff can no 

longer attend this event, and is done solely by 

the other agencies and their staff there is not 

any information on the amount of materials 

distributed. The number of attendees has varied 

over the years as it is dependent on weather 

(better weather has better turn out) 

 

C.7.f. ►Watershed Stewardship Collaborative Efforts    

Summarize watershed stewardship collaborative efforts and/or refer to a regional report that provides details. Describe the level of effort and 

support given (e.g., funding only, active participation etc.). State efforts undertaken and the results of these efforts. If this activity is done regionally 

refer to a regional report.  

 

Evaluate effectiveness by describing the following:  

 Efforts undertaken  

 Major accomplishments  

Summary:  

See the Fiscal Year 2012/13 Group Program Annual Report, Section C.7, for a detailed report on BASMAA and the Program’s encouragement and 

support of various Watershed Stewardship Collaborative Efforts on our behalf. 

 

The City is required to participate in or contribute to a minimum of 1 effort. The City participated/supported in apx. 4 efforts:  

The City of Clayton supported the Contra Costa Watershed Forum, and also had two staff attend.  The City also supported the Green Business 

Program through the CCCWP.  The City also sent letters of support for various legislative efforts that were supported by the California Product 

Stewardship Council, and on proposed state legislation on regulating plastic bags, including speaking directly to our local state elected 
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representatives on this topic.  The City of Clayton actively participates and supports the Program and its 1) participation in the Contra Costa 

Watershed Forum, 2)the Green Business Program; 3) membership and partnering with the Bay Friendly Landscape Coalition,  

4) membership and support for the California Product Stewardship Council. 

 

See Attachment C 7 f 

 

C.7.g. ►Citizen Involvement Events  

List the types of events conducted (e.g., creek clean up, storm drain inlet marking, native gardening etc.). Use the following table for reporting 

and evaluating citizen involvement events.  

Event Details Description Evaluation of effectiveness 

Provide event name, date, and location. 

Indicate if event is local, countywide or 

regional  

 

The City of Clayton is required to participate in 

a minimum of 1 citizen involvement event. This 

year the City participated in 2 events, one   

through its support of the Community 

Watershed Stewardship Grant Program and 

the City helped facilitate the local Clayton 

Cleans Up.  

Describe activity (e.g., creek clean-up, storm 

drain marking etc.)  

Provide general staff feedback on the event.  

Provide other evaluation details such as:  

 Number of participants. Any change 

in participation from previous years.  

 Distance of creek or water body 

cleaned  

 Quantity of trash/recyclables 

collected (weight or volume).  

 Number of inlets marked.  

 Data trends  

Community Watershed Stewardship Grant 

Program  

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details regarding 

the description of this event. 

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details 

regarding the effectiveness of this event. 

Clayton Cleans Up , Local 

(April 27, 2013- City Hall Courtyard) 

This is a three hour Saturday morning 

Community Clean Up event along city trails, 

creeksides, and sidewalk/landscape areas. 

There were tables with information and 

education was provided where residents were 

encouraged to take the materials.  Mr. 

Funnelhead also attends, a dressed up mascot 

that interacts with the children, the message is 

only rain down the drain, general stormwater 

awareness and less toxic gardening practices. 

Estimated attendance was 300 it included 

parents and children.  Due to budget cuts city 

staff can no longer attend this event, and is 

done solely by volunteers there is not any 

information on the amount of materials 

distributed. The number of attendees has 

varied over the years as it is dependent on 

weather (better weather has better turn out) as 

well as competing local youth sports activities. 

It is estimated that 500 gallons of trash (mostly 

on land) was collected at this one day 

activity.       
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C.7.h. ►School-Age Children Outreach  

Summarize school-age children outreach programs implemented. A detailed report may be included as an attachment.  

Use the following table for reporting school-age children outreach efforts. 

Program Details Focus & Short Description 

Number of 

Students/Teachers 

reached Evaluation of Effectiveness 

Provide the following 

information:  

Name  

Grade or level (elementary/ 

middle/ high)  

Refer to the C.7 Section of the 

CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual 

Report for a description of 

School-age Children Outreach 

efforts conducted at the 

countywide level.  

Brief description, messages, methods 

of outreach used  

Provide number or 

participants  

Provide agency staff feedback. Report any 

other evaluation methods used (quiz, teacher 

feedback etc.). Attach evaluation summary if 

applicable.  

The City of Clayton is to 

participate or supported a 

minimum of one effort.  

  

In FY 11-12 the City supported 3 

such efforts: 2 via the CCCWP: 

Be Classy not Trashy Youth Anti-

littering outreach campaign; 

and Mr. Funnelhead school, 

city/county events and tv ads.  

 

In addition the City facilitated 

Mr. Funnelhead appearance at 

Oktoberfest, Clayton Cleans Up; 

Art and Wine Festival.   

   

Be Classy not Trashy Outreach, 

Countywide  

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program 

Annual Report, Section C.7, for further 

details regarding the description of 

See the FY 2012-13 

Group Program 

Annual Report, 

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details 

regarding the effectiveness of this outreach 



FY 2012-2013 Annual Report  C.7 – Public Information and Outreach 
Permittee Name: City of Clayton 
 

CCCWP  FY 12-13 AR Form 7-9 5/29/13 

this event.   Section C.7, for 

further details 

regarding the 

number of students 

reached from this on 

of this program. 

program. 

Mr. Funnelhead, Countywide  See the FY 2012-13 Group Program 

Annual Report, Section C.7, for further 

details regarding the description of 

this event.   

See the FY 2012-13 

Group Program 

Annual Report, 

Section C.7, for 

further details 

regarding the 

number of 

students/teachers 

reached from this on 

of this program. 

See the FY 2012-13 Group Program Annual 

Report, Section C.7, for further details 

regarding the effectiveness of this outreach 

program. 

Mr. Funnelhead  – Local 

(Oktoberfest 6 & 7, 2012 

Downtown Clayton)  

This is a two day weekend of vendor 

booths and music.  The City staff helps 

facilitate the placement of two booths 

one from the Household Hazardous 

Waste/Central Sanitary District/Mr. 

Funnelhead and the other Contra 

Costa Water District.  Both these 

booths provide their own staffing with 

information and education on 

watershed awareness, proper 

disposal/recycling of materials, 

general stormwater awareness,  

Enviroscape landscaping using native 

plants, minimizing pesticide and 

fertilizer use, water conservation, 

mulching and composting, etc 

Attendees were encouraged to take 

the materials.  Mr. Funnelhead also 

attends, a dressed up mascot that 

interacts with the children, the 

message is only rain down the drain, 

general stormwater awareness and 

less toxic gardening practices 
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Clayton Cleans Up/Mr. 

Funnelhead, Local  

(April 27, 2013- City Hall 

Courtyard) 

This is a three hour Saturday morning 

Community Clean Up event along city 

trails, creeksides, and 

sidewalk/landscape areas. There 

were tables with information and 

education was provided where 

residents were encouraged to take 

the materials.  Mr. Funnelhead also 

attends, a dressed up mascot that 

interacts with the children, the 

message is only rain down the drain, 

general stormwater awareness and 

less toxic gardening practices. 

Estimated 

attendance was 300 

it included parents 

and children. It is 

likely that some of 

the adults are local 

teachers live in area. 

Due to budget cuts 

city staff can no 

longer attend this 

event; it is done 

solely by volunteers 

there is not any data 

on the amount of 

children vs. adults. 

The number of 

attendees has varied 

over the years as it is 

dependent on 

weather (better 

weather has better 

turn out) as well as 

competing local 

youth sports 

activities.    

 

 

 

Estimated attendance was 300 it included 

parents and children.  Due to budget cuts city 

staff can no longer attend this event, and is 

done solely by volunteers there is not any 

information or data collected on the 

effectiveness general feedback and causal 

observation is that the younger children seem 

to enjoy seeing/interacting with  Mr. 

Funnelhead and receiving the free color 

books with positive reinforcement messages 

regarding proper disposal and no dumping 

etc., less toxic gardening etc. The number of 

attendees has varied over the years as it is 

dependent on weather (better weather has 

better turn out) as well as competing local 

youth sports activities.    

Art and Wine/Mr. Funnelhead, 

Local  

(May 4 & 5, 2013- Downtown 

Clayton) 

This is a two day weekend of vendor 

booths and music.  The City staff helps 

facilitate the placement of two booths 

one from the Household Hazardous 

Waste/Central Sanitary District/Mr. 

Funnelhead and the other Contra 

Costa Water District.  Both these 

booths provide their own staffing with 

information and education on 

watershed awareness, proper 

disposal/recycling of materials, 

Estimated 

attendance over the 

two day weekend is 

10,000 it included 

parents and 

children.  It is likely 

that some of the 

adults are local 

teachers live in area. 

Due to budget cuts 

city staff can no 

Estimated attendance over the two day 

weekend is 10,000 it included parents and 

children.  Due to budget cuts city staff can no 

longer attend this event, and is done solely by 

the other agencies and their staff there is not 

any information on the amount of materials 

distributed. 
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general stormwater awareness,  

Enviroscape landscaping using native 

plants, minimizing pesticide and 

fertilizer use, water conservation, 

mulching and composting, etc. 

Attendees were encouraged to take 

the materials.  Mr. Funnelhead also 

attends, a dressed up mascot that 

interacts with the children, the 

message is only rain down the drain, 

general stormwater awareness and 

less toxic gardening practices. 

longer attend this 

event, and is done 

solely by the other 

agencies and their 

staff.  The number of 

attendees has varied 

over the years as it is 

dependent on 

weather (better 

weather has better 

turn out) 

 

C.7.i. ►Outreach to Municipal Officials   

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Summarize outreach conducted to increase the overall awareness of stormwater and/or watershed messages 

among municipal officials. 

Summary:  

Please see the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for additional outreach activities conducted to municipal officials by the CCCWP. 

 

The City Council is kept updated as needed basis on matters related to stormwater.  Two of our councilmembers attended the first MRP issuance 

process and testified during those hearings as well as sent letters.  Annually the City council reviews and adopts its city budget which includes 

stormwater information (it is a separate fund from the general operating budget, since it is funded only through special dedicated funds via ERU 

assessment levy).   Information is also provided as part of the annual ERU levy rate process in April of each year.  During these meetings the City 

Council is provided written information and summary of stormwater the laws and issues and budget constraints.  Additionally in March 2013 the 

City Council received a staff report on updating its Stormwater discharge ordinance – which the Council passed unanimously.   

In April 2012 the Contra Costa Clean Water funding initiative measure failed to obtain the votes necessary to secure additional future funding to 

meet new MRP requirements.  The City Council was provided with copious amounts of materials related to this issue prior to and after its failure, 

including a post-election follow up report prepared by the Clean Water Program.  

In May 2013 the City (along with all other Contra Costa cities) received a Grand Jury report concerning Stormwater funding and related issued; in 

order to provide the necessary and legal required response, the response and report had to be reviewed and approved by the City Council.    

The stormwater manager provides updates to the City Manager on a regular and as needed basis including aspects related to the new MRP 

issuance negotiations.  The City manager also receives updates as needed through the Clean Water Program including new MRP issuance 

negotiations, at the Public Managers Meetings.  The City Manager provides updates to the City Council informally through in person meetings and 

in the Council Weekly update.  T 

 

See Attachment C 7 i 
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Section 8 - Provision C.8 Water Quality Monitoring 

 

C.8 ►Water Quality Monitoring  

State below if information is reported in a separate regional report. Municipalities can also describe below any Water Quality Monitoring activities 

in which they participate directly, e.g. participation in RMP workgroups, fieldwork within their jurisdictions, etc. 

Summary 

During FY 12-13, we contributed through the CCCWP to the BASMAA Regional Monitoring Coalition (RMC). In addition, we contributed financially to 

the Regional Monitoring Program for Water Quality in the San Francisco Estuary (RMP) and were represented at RMP committees and work groups. 

Monitoring efforts and results are documented in a separate report submitted March 15 of each year, as required in Provision C.8. For additional 

information on monitoring activities conducted by the CCCWP, BASMAA RMC and the RMP, see the C.8 Water Quality Monitoring section of the 

Program’s FY 12-13 Annual Report. 
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Section 9 – Provision C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Controls 

 

C.9.b ►Implement IPM Policy or Ordinance  

Report implementation of IPM BMPs by showing trends in quantities and types of pesticides used, and suggest reasons for increases in use of 

pesticides that threaten water quality, specifically organophosphates, pyrethroids, carbaryl, and fipronil. A separate report can be attached as 

evidence of your implementation.  See Attachment C 9 b    Neither City Maintenance Staff nor its contractors used any organophosphates, 

pyrethroids, carbaryl and fipronil in a manner that threatens water quality (i.e., are used outdoors and may come in contact with stormwater.) 

Footnote #61 provides the list of active ingredients that need to be reported under the pyrethroids class of pesticides. 

Trends in Quantities and Types of Pesticides Used60 

Pesticide Category and Specific Pesticide Used 
Amount61 

FY 09-10 FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 FY 13-14 

Organophosphates 0 0 0 0  

 Product or Pesticide Type A      

 Product or Pesticide Type B      

Pyrethroids 0 0 0 0  

 Product or Pesticide Type X      

 Product or Pesticide Type Y      

Carbaryl 0 0 0 0  

Fipronil 0 0 0 0  

 

C.9.c ►Train Municipal Employees  
Enter the number of employees that applied or used pesticides (including herbicides) within the scope of their duties this reporting 

year.  
3 

Enter the number of these employees who received training on your IPM policy and IPM standard operating procedures within the 

last 3 years.   
3 

Enter the percentage of municipal employees who apply pesticides who have received training in the IPM policy and IPM standard 

operating procedures within the last three years. 
100% 

                                                 
60

 Includes all municipal structural and landscape pesticide usage by employees and contractors. 
61

 Weight or volume of the product or preferably its active ingredient, using same units for the product each year. The active ingredients in any pesticide are listed on the label. The list 
of active ingredients that need to be reported in the pyrethroids class includes: allethrin, bifenthrin, beta-cyfluthrin, bioallethrin, cyfluthrin, cypermethrin, cyphenothrin, deltamethrin, 
esfenvalerate, etofenprox, fenpropathrin, gamma-cyhalothrin, imiprothrin, lambda-cyhalothrin, metofluthrin, permethrin, phenothrin, prallethrin, resmethrin, sumithrin (d-phenothrin), 
tau-fluvalinate, tefluthrin, tetramethrin, tralomethrin, cis-permethrin, and zeta-cypermethrin. 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Allethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bifenthrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cyfluthrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cypermethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cyphenothrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deltamethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Esfenvalerate
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Etofenprox
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Fenpropathrin&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Imiprothrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lambda-Cyhalothrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Metofluthrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Permethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prallethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Resmethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sumithrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tau-Fluvalinate
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tefluthrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tetramethrin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tralomethrin
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C.9.d ►Require Contractors to Implement IPM  
Did your municipality contract with any pesticide service provider in the reporting year? X Yes  No 

If yes, attach one of the following: 

 Contract specifications that require adherence to your IPM policy and standard operating procedures, OR 

X Copy(ies) of the contractors’ IPM certification(s) or equivalent, OR 

 Equivalent documentation. 

If Not attached, explain: 

The City historically has always used a very minimal amount of pesticides and herbicides.  The City does not use any pesticides or herbicides in a 

manner that threatens water quality, or  in any quantities that would be sufficient to have trend analysis.  Pesticide use is mostly limited to building 

interiors for ants and is mostly done with ant bait stations.   Overall the amount used has been constant. Any increase in use is due to increase in 

the ants based upon weather and climate conditions and seasonal fluctuations.  The City limits its use to herbicides to round up and pre-

emergent for spot spraying in landscape areas.  It uses slow release fertilizer on turf areas only in park areas.   These applications are also done 

when it is not raining or threat of rain. The City ensures through its maintenance operations that it’s limited outside contractors for building pest 

management also use IPM practices.  Buildings are mostly managed mostly with minimal building exterior foundation spray if needed and bait 

type materials for ants by its outside contractor Western Exterminator that is Eco Wise IPM certified.  Western Exterminators use of  

organophosphates, pyrethroids, carbaryl and fipronil are not used or applied in a  manner that threatens water quality (i.e., are used outdoors 

and may come in contact with stormwater.) Any work is done inside of building areas or it outdoors only during non-rain periods.  Outdoor work is 

limited to around building foundations which have landscaping adjacent to the buildings so there is not any potential runoff.  Only three small 

restroom buildings (each about 300 sq. ft. in size) does not have landscaping and treatments are applied only during non-rain periods so that 

there is not any potential runoff thus no threat to coming into contact with stormwater. 

Open space weeds in about 125 acres are also managed for non-native invasive (star thistle and artichoke heart) by outside contractor that 

during FY 11-12 attend and was certified as Bay Friendly IPM.   The area targeted for this weed management is a limited area and applications 

are conducted during non-rain periods.   

The City Maintenance Supervisor during FY 11-12 attended and was certified as Bay Friendly IPM.   City Maintenance Staff only uses spot spraying 

of round-up and pre-emergent in landscape areas during the spring and fall during non-rain periods.  During FY 12-13 due to budget cuts and 

limited staff resources the maintenance staff did not apply pre-emergent, only spot and spraying of roundup during the non-rainy times.  The City 

maintenance employees do not use or apply pesticides outside.  
 

See Attachment C9 d  
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C.9.e ►Track and Participate in Relevant Regulatory Processes   

Summarize participation efforts, information submitted, and how regulatory actions were affected OR reference a regional report that summarizes 

regional participation efforts, information submitted, and how regulatory actions were affected. 

Summary: 

During FY 12-13, we participated in regulatory processes related to pesticides through contributions to the CCCWP, BASMAA and CASQA. For 

additional information, see the Regional Pollutants of Concern Report submitted by BASMAA on behalf of all MRP Permittees. 

 

 

C.9.f ►Interface with County Agricultural Commissioners  

Did your municipal staff observe any improper pesticide usage or evidence of improper usage (e.g., 

pesticides in storm drain systems, along street curbs, or in receiving waters) during this fiscal year?  
 

Yes 
X 

No 

If yes, provide a summary of improper pesticide usage reported to the County Agricultural Commissioner and follow-up actions taken to correct 

any violations. A separate report can be attached as your summary. 
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C.9.g. ►Evaluate Implementation of Source Control Actions 

Relating to pesticides  

 

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Submit a report that evaluates; 1) the effectiveness of control measures implemented, and 2) attainment of 

pesticide concentration and toxicity targets for water and sediment from monitoring data (Provision C.8.). If needed, the report should include the 

following: 

 Improvements to existing control measures and/or additional control measures required. 
 A plan to implement improved and/or new control measures.  

Summary:  

The Effectiveness Evaluation Report is included in Section C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report.  

 

 

 

C.9.h.ii ►Public Outreach: Point of Purchase  

Provide a summary of public outreach at point of purchase, and any measurable awareness and behavior changes resulting from outreach (here 

or in a separate report); OR reference a report of a regional effort for public outreach in which your agency participates.  

Summary:  

See the C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control section of CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report, and the BASMAA MRP Regional Supplement: Training and 

Outreach for FY 12-13 for information on point of purchase public outreach conducted countywide and regionally.   

The City of Clayton supported the additional programs: Bay-Friendly Landscape Maintenance and Gardening Coalition; and Our Water our World. 

In addition the City outreached to its community and the local Garden Club to participate in the Bring Back the Natives Tour to encourage 

residents to learn about native plants, water efficient irrigation and IPM practices presented as part of the tour.  Two Clayton residential home sites 

were on the tour.  In addition our local Garden Club held a local Spring Home Tour that included homes that had some of the same components.  

The City Council approved a new contract with our open space weed abatement management company who was previously Bay Friendly 

Certified.  

 

 

C.9.h.iv ►Pest Control Contracting Outreach 

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Document effectiveness of outreach to residents who use or contract for structural or landscape pest control OR 

reference a regional report that summarizes these actions.  

Summary:  

See the C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for a report that evaluates outreach to residents. 
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C.9.h.vi ►Public Outreach: Pest Control Operators  

Provide a summary of public outreach to pest control operators and landscapers and reduced pesticide use (here or in a separate report); OR 

reference a report of a regional effort for outreach to pest control operators and landscapers in which your agency participates. 

Summary:  

See the C.9 Pesticides Toxicity Control section of CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for a summary of our participation in and contributions towards 

countywide and regional public outreach to pest control operators and landscapers to reduce pesticide use. 

 

The City contractor Western Exterminator for buildings is Eco Wise certified. The City Maintenance Supervisor and its outside weed abatement 

contractor are Bay Friendly Certified.  

 

 

Response to Water Board Staff Comments on Section 9, Provision 

C.9, of FY 11-12 Annual Report 

 

Use this area to respond to any Water Board staff comments on Section 9 of your FY 11-12 Annual Report, and refer to any required submittals that 

are attached. 

 

There were not any comments that needed to have a response.  
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Section 10 - Provision C.10 Trash Load Reduction  

 

C.10.a.iii ►Minimum Full Trash Capture (Summary of Actions)  

Provide the following:  

1) Descriptions of actions/tasks initiated, conducted or completed in implementing Minimum Full Trash Capture Devices (due July 1, 2014), 

including numbers of devices, device types and total land area treated to-date by full capture devices; 

2) Descriptions of planned actions/tasks and time schedules for completion; 

3) A map that includes locations of all full capture devices installed (private and public) to-date and associated treatment areas, trash 

generation rates/areas, creek/shoreline trash hot spots, and trash management areas defined to-date. 

4) A summary of maintenance activities implemented for each device or groups of devices, including descriptions of typical maintenance 

frequencies and issues associated with maintaining these devices. 

Descriptions of Actions/Tasks (Conducted or Planned): 

 

Initially the City was going to install one device pursuant to the MRP requirement for a city of our size.  However when the ABAG grants came out 

the Maintenance Supervisor identified that the City of Clayton would be eligible for enough funds to install 10 devices, many more than required 

but would likely allow City to meet the trash reduction goals of the MRP without much else. ABAG then had additional funds left over for 

reallocation, which we submitted for, and received some additional allocation, and after all funds secured we were able to obtain and install 25 

devices.  We had all installed by November 2012 to obtain the grant payment to the contractor through ABAG. All the devices are public 

maintained and on public property. The devices are Catch Basin Trash Capture Devices: Connector Pipe Screen (CPS) installed b7 Waterway 

Solutions.  

 

At this time we have not yet determined the total area treated by all devices already installed as our drainage maps are not in GIS (our engineers 

documents are in autocad) and some need updating, in addition we need to obtain the topo information and overlay that since we have topo 

issues as it relates to yet to be defined drainage areas. The City engineer has not had time to update some of the missing drainage maps from 

developer subdivision improvement plans into the GIS. Once that is done we will overlay the topo and the land uses and begin to assess the 

information. We have identified that land uses will need to be modified as most of the City is low trash generating with minimal commercial areas, 

very limited active park areas, large open space and upper income housing and private maintained golf course/country club.  We expect this to 

be completed by April 2014.  

 

We did receive draft land use map prepared by the Clean Water Program consultant however there are many corrections that need to be made 

to it both in terms of land uses and the high, medium and low areas.   

 

We have overall map and general location map and trash tracker information from the contractor who installed the devices.  These materials are 

provided in Attachment C 10 a – At this time these maps are not digitally available as this is still a component that will take additional staff time 

and is expected to be completed in April 2014. 
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Descriptions of Maintenance Activities: 

City Staff will initially inspect and determine if need to be cleaned.  At this time we are unsure if this will be conducted by City staff or contracted 

out.  Either way city Maintenance staff will be responsible to keep records and either do the work or oversee the contract. It is planned that they 

will be inspected a minimum of one time a year, likely prior to the rainy season as part of our other DI pre rainy season inspections. We plan to 

determine this as part of the FY 14/15 budget process so would have this information apx. June 2014.  
 

We cleaned one device in July 29, 2013 and did not find much in it, we checked the others and they had even less, and was not needed for 

cleaning until next season.  So we have time to determine our next course of action for maintenance, as to who does and frequency expected.  If 

they do not get filled annually maybe only inspect annually by staff and then do as needed, if fill to where needed to be cleaned annually then 

need to consider if in house or contract out.   If in house we need to determine what is required for us to maintain as far as cost goes, looks like we 

need to meet OSHA confined space reqs which will require purchase of certain safety equipment and also get training and certifications.  Or we 

need to contract out.  To date the Maintenance Supervisor has only  one cost quote and will need to get at least two more – then we will need to 

determine which way to go after consulting with the City Manager.  If contracting out the direction to head it may be that it has to go to the City 

Council for approval as the contract cost may exceed city manager level of approval authority.  All this will take time and the Maintenance 

Supervisor who is responsible for this component is currently tasked by the City Manager on higher priority projects.   

 

See Attachment C 10 a for photos and documentation related to the cleaning event described above.  
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C.10.a.iii ►Minimum Full Trash Capture (List of Devices) 

Provide a list of trash full capture devices installed to-date or planned for installation by July 1, 2014 and the land area treated by each device or 

group of devices. 

See Attachment  C 10 a  

 

Applicable Trash 

Management 

Area (Preliminary 

Map ID) 

Device Type Planned or Installed Maintenance Frequency 
Total Number 

Installed 

Total Area 

Treated 

(acres) 

See map 

information in 

Attachment 10 a  

for device 

locations – at this 

time the Trash 

Management 

Areas that feed 

into the trash 

capture devices 

have not been 

determined  

Catch Basin Trash Capture Device : 

Connector Pipe Screen (CPS) 

Installed by United Solutions 

25 Unknown at this time 25 

Unknown 

at this 

time 

Totals 25 

Unknown 

at this 

time  
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C.10.b.iii ►Trash Hot Spot Assessment  

Provide the volume of material removed from each Trash Hot Spot cleanup, and the dominant types of trash (e.g., glass, plastics, paper) 

removed and their sources to the extent possible. Additionally, include a map that identifies the location(s) of trash hot spots. 

 

See Attachment C 10 b for map and photos 

 

Trash Hot Spot 
Cleanup 

Date 

FY 2012-13 

Volume of 

Trash Removed  

( cubic yards)  

FY 2011-12 

Volume of 

Trash Removed  

(cubic yards)  

FY 2010-11 

Volume of Trash 

Removed  

(cubic yards)  

Dominant Type(s) of Trash 
Trash Sources 

(where possible) 

Clayton Station 

(behind 

Safeway – Mt 

Diablo Creek 

segment)  

6/28/2013 25 gallons 

(.15 cubic yd)  

  Misc. Litter  unknown 

Clayton Station 

(behind 

Safeway – Mt 

Diablo Creek 

segment) 

6/5/2012  33 gallons 

(.20 cubic yd)  

 Misc. Litter  unknown 

Clayton Station 

(behind 

Safeway – Mt 

Diablo Creek 

segment) 

7/17/2011   5 gallons  

(.03 cubic yd)  

Misc. Litter  Unknown  
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C.10.c ►Long-Term Trash Load Reduction Plan  

Provide descriptions of the progress made to-date on the development of Long-term Trash Load Reduction Plans due to the Water Board by 

February 1, 2014. Descriptions of actions taken to-date/planned via short-term plan implementation are included in the next section (C.10.d).   

Long-Term Plan Task Summary of Progress  

1. Identifying and mapping trash 

generating areas  
Staff has reviewed draft maps and conducted field visual site visits on developing/revising very high, high, 

medium and low trash generating areas. We have found that the density values are overstated for our 

community, and some of the boundaries need to also be modified.  Our field visual site visits have 

preliminary determined that all the areas in the city are low trash generating areas.  Clayton being such a 

very small community with very limited and small commercial areas, mostly open space and upper income 

single family housing does not have a significant trash issue or problem, and our field visits are verifying this.  
 

Staff is having difficulty locating any areas in the field visits that have trash as a significant or in some cases 

any problem. Thus it is difficult in determining Trash Generating Areas. Where most communities may have 

trash and litter problems at schools, and parks it simply is not the case in Clayton.  It is challenge to create a 

plan for a problem that really does not exist in Clayton to the extent that the Long Range Trash process 

anticipated – the one approach fits all is difficult in the small city that we are.   
 

We have completed the installation of 25 DI full capture devices - more than we had originally planned. (Plus 

the street sweeping  one time a month on all streets).  Our maintenance staff has had the location and info 

inputted into the Trash Tracker Program but does not have it documented otherwise 
 

Staff needs to further document all sites with photographs and revise draft maps according to site visits thus 

our ground-truth activities and refinements are not yet complete.  Due to limited staff resources and other 

higher priorities of the limited staff, we expect this to be completed by April 2014 as part of the Long Range 

Trash Plan.  We have preliminary mapped the 25 DI with Trash Capture Units installed and this information has 

had its GIS coordinates placed into the Trash Tracker program.  This information will need to be placed on the 

land use maps.  
 

We will need to obtain topographic map of our city overlay onto the land uses as topography plays an 

important role in the drainage areas etc. (We have a lot of hilly terrain).  Our Engineer did this in Auto Cad as 

we do not have GIS programing.  The city drainage maps need some updating as the AutoCAD has not had 

all the subdivision final improvements added in. Once these are done we will be able to better assess the 

drainage areas to each of the installed Trash capture devices.  

 

See areas depicted on maps in Section C.10.a.iii.    
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2. Identifying trash sources (as 

necessary or feasible) to assist in 

selecting trash management 

actions 

 

We encountered difficulties identifying trash sources as the city has very little trash.  We were only required to 

install on trash capture device due to our small city size; in our original short range trash plan of February 

2012, we anticipated that we might do more.  However our maintenance Supervisor secured enough ABAG 

funding grant to have installed 25 trash capture devices along selected areas of arterial streets that were 

near middle school and community park, downtown park/downtown commercial area, and near path of 

travel for some elem. School; city hall parking lot, and maintenance yard. These were installed in November 

2012.  It may be that there are sufficient full trash capture implementations that eliminate the need to 

determine sources of trash. 
 

See areas depicted on maps in Section C.10.a.iii.    

3. Prioritizing trash generating areas 

and associated types of trash 

problems  

 

Our maintenance Supervisor secured enough ABAG funding grant to have installed 25 trash capture devices 

along selected areas of arterial streets that were near middle school and community park, downtown 

park/downtown commercial area, and near path of travel for some elem. School; city hall parking lot, and 

maintenance yard. These were installed in November 2012.  

These installations were done prior to having the information available on the land uses and topography and 

field visits.  The timing required the maintenance Supervisor to make field judgment on their location with the 

installation contractor.  Based upon the type of DI we had in the field and nearby land uses that he thought 

might be potential for higher trash generation.   In general we tend to want to give the higher priority where 

there is or the potential for the most trash problem to come from.  

4. Identifying and selecting trash 

management actions for specific 

management areas 

We have moved forward with the installation of 25 Trash Capture Devices at various Dis in the City.  This is 

more than we had originally anticipated.  However these areas have not been divided into amanagmetn 

areas as yet, we have not figured out how to divide until we have received the tops and drainage plans from 

city engineer – then will need to determine if any other actions are needed other than the installed Trash 

Capture Devices.  

5. Defining the type of assessment(s) 

that will be used to demonstrate 

progress towards goals 

 

We have not yet developed the assessment – this will be difficult as there is not sufficient visible trash at this 

time on land to use as an assessment method for decrease.  Little to little and almost none in many areas,  

although a nice problem to have it is difficult to determine how that assessment will provide meaningful 

information given the time it takes to obtain and that the community is so small and there is very little trash in 

the community to start with.   

It is likely we will continue to do on-land visual surveys, on-land trash counting or volume assessment, in the 

Trash Capture Devices; and our Hot Spot assessment (which also does not have significant trash issues based 

upon our annual assessment).  Although not yet selected they will be a part of the City’s Long Term Trash 

Management Plan.  
 

As to the field work the maintenance staff has inspected all of them (DI's with capture devices) one time 

through and cleaned one, not that it needed it, just to practice - it had some leaves and about 1/4 gallon of 

fines(dirt) -- we realize that we need to either find funds for the required OSHA equipment and training to 

clean or contract out.  We are looking into the costs of both options - but Maintenance Supervisor has not 

completed that step due to other priorities, so I am not sure if we will do in house or contract out. 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

Trash Management Area Specific Actions 

Full-Capture Treatment 

Devices 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

None 
N/A 

Citywide  

Leaves & silts  

Other TBD 

Leaves & 

silts 

Other TBD  

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Install CPS units at various /DI locations in November 2012  

(See description in c 10 a iii) Note we were originally planning for 

1 then 10 as part of the short range plan; however additional 

grant funds became available and we installed 25 devices 

within the reporting period, more and earlier than planned.  

TBD 

Street Sweeping Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

Monthly sweeping on all streets (84 curblane miles); weekly on 

arterials (10 cub lane miles) and weekly on HOA landscape 

maintained private streets (10 curb lane miles)  

Citywide  Citywide  

Leaves & silts  

Other TBD 

Leaves & 

silts  

Other TBD New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Work with Clayton Station shopping center to see if they will 

sweep private parking lot  

 

TBD 

On-land Trash 

Cleanups 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

Private /city coordinated annual clayton cleans up day (2hrs 

community clean up along streets and trails near creeks)  

Various city wide 
Citywide arterials 

and parks 
Leaves, silts 

& misc 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Continue support of private coordinated Clayton Cleans Up and 

use of seasonal maintenance 2 x year to pick up along arterials 

and work alternatives as available, use of seasonal and 

volunteers to pick up litter in parks weekly or as needed.  

 

 

 

TBD 

Leaves Silts & 

misc trash  

trash 

Partial-Capture 

Treatment Devices 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

None  
N/A 

N/A N/A 
New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

None  
N/A 

Enhanced Storm Drain 

Inlet Maintenance 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

All inspected and cleaned as needed annually, more if needed 
TBD 

Citywide  

Leaves silts and 

some misc litter  

Leaves, silts 

and some 

misc litter  
New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned 

Continue annual and more frequent inspections as needed – No 

enhancements planned  

TBD 

 

 

Activities to Reduce 

Trash from Uncovered 

Loads 

 

 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

None  

N/A 

Windblown from 

City 

maintenance, 

Oakhurst CC, 

schools, and 

special 

community 

events (Art n 

Wine/Oktoberfest) 

Misc litter 

and some 

recycling 

(likely 

paper, 

plastic 

bags, and 

plastic 

bottles) 

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Work with city trash & recycling hauler to cover loads of large 

dumpsters (ie: 20yarders)  TBD 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

Anti-littering and Illegal 

Dumping Enforcement 

Activities 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

Periodic articles or other information in local newspapers and 

radio media.  Free pick up of Christmas trees by boy scouts and 

hauler curbside.  

Citywide all areas 

Citywide  

Christmas 

trees,  

 

Sharps, 

drugs, 

mattresses, 

appliances, 

batteries, 

CFLs.  

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Continue with above and work with Clean Water Program on Be 

Classy not Trashy program and see if it can be held at middle 

school; code enforcement follow up as needed by city staff as 

staff resources allow.  Hauler to implement free pick up of bulky 

items curbside (mattresses, appliances, e-waste, household 

batteries, and CFL;s). Free drop off recycling bin for needles 

(sharps) at Police station.  Hauler to provide mailed information 

on services to all of community at least annually through 

customer services guide and/or billing message.  

Citywide all areas 

Improved Trash 

Bins/Container 

Management 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

All parks containers services 2 times week, more often if needed; 

additional trash bags provided at picnic trash containers  

TBD 
Citywide and 

Parks, Mt Diablo 

Paper, 

plastic 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Continue with above, and Install additional 10 recycling 

containers in city parks; Install free drop off sharps and drug 

recycling bin at Police station for free; work with new paint store 

(Sherwin Williams) to see if this new Clayton location will 

participate in free paint take back (Paint Care) ; work with 

Clayton Station Shopping Center to ensure trash and recycling 

container lids (ie: 4 yard bins) have their covers kept closed by 

their tenants. Verify schools (one elem. and one middle school) 

have sufficient trash and recycling containers and are using – if 

needed work with local franchise hauler and school to provide 

additional and outreach as needed to ensure using 

appropriately.  

TBD 

Creek behind 

Clayton Station 

and Schools  

bottles, 

paint, 

needles 

(sharps), 

drugs. 

Creek, Channel, 

Shoreline Cleanups 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

Annual Cleans up includes trail along Mt Diablo Creek.  

Maintenance staff walks all creeks annually and cleans as 

needed.  Hot spot along segment of Mt Diablo Creek is done 

monthly by shopping center mgmt. landscape company, city 

maintenance does annually. Police respond on complaint basis 

of possible homeless or trespassing.  

TBD 

TBD 

Leaves, 

branches, 

weeds, 

some misc 

litter, 

paper, 

plastic 

bottles, 

cans, misc. 

items  

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

City will continue with the above and ensure that private 

shopping center property mgmt. continues with their monthly 

inspection and cleaning. Police to check periodically as staff 

resources allow to ensure not any homeless issues.  

 

TBD 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

Area/Jurisdictional-wide Actions 

Single-Use Carryout 

Bag Policies 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

City Council policy has been to support state wide legislation 

proposals and has written letters of support.  

Jurisdiction-wide 

City only has one  

grocery store 

(Safeway) and 

two pharmacy 

stores (CVS and 

Walgreens); two 

smaller indep. 

convenience 

stores.  

Plastic 

bags 

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

City Council has determined not to undertake local city 

ordinance, as too few businesses, plastic bags are not a litter 

problem in the community, and too much staff time to 

undertake, implement and monitor. Continue to monitor state 

wide legislation proposals and inform city council as 

appropriate; draft letters of support if city council so directs.  

 

 

Polystyrene Foam Food 

Service Ware Policies 

 

 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

City Council policy has been to consider support state wide 

legislation proposals and monitors such legislation. 

Jurisdiction-wide 

City has only four 

sit down 

restaurants that 

have polystyrene 

for their take out. 

Fast food 

restaurants do not 

use paper 

containers.   

Polystyrene 

Foam 

containers  

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

City Council has determined not to undertake local city 

ordinance, as too few businesses, and polystyrene litter not a 

problem in the community, and too much staff time to 

undertake, implement and monitor. Continue to monitor state 

wide legislation proposals and inform city council as 

appropriate; draft letters of support if city council so directs. 
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C.10.d ►Summary of Trash Reduction Actions  

For each trash reduction action (i.e., control measures and best management practices) implemented by your municipality during the reporting 

period include a full description of the action. Describe actions initiated prior to and continued after the MRP effective date (December 2009), 

actions initiated after the MRP effective date, and actions planned for future implementation. If a planned action, also include the planned date of 

implementation. Add rows for actions not listed below as needed. Also identify the dominant source of trash and dominant types of trash removed 

for each action. To the extent possible, identify the applicable management areas identified on the map created under reporting section C.10.a.iii. 

Action Description  

Trash Management 

Area(s) 

(Preliminary Map 

ID) 

 

Dominant 

Sources  

Dominant 

Types 

Public Education and 

Outreach Programs 

Continued Pre-MRP Actions: 

Periodic articles or other information in local newspapers and 

radio media.  Free pick up of Christmas trees by boy scouts and 

hauler curbside. Support of private coordinated Clayton Cleans 

Up, and support of local regional partnerships of HHW and Clean 

Water programs at community festivals (Art n Wine and 

Oktoberfest)  

Jurisdiction-wide Various citywide TBD 

New/Enhanced Post-MRP Actions Initiated/Planned: 

Continue with above and work with Clean Water Program on Be 

Classy not Trashy program and see if it can be held at middle 

school; code enforcement follow up as needed by city staff as 

staff resources allow.  Hauler to implement free pick up of bulky 

items curbside (mattresses, appliances, e-waste, household 

batteries, and CFL;s). Free drop off recycling bin for needles 

(sharps) at Police station.  Hauler to provide mailed information 

on services to all of community at least annually through 

customer services guide and/or billing message. 
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Section 11 - Provision C.11 Mercury Controls 

 

C.11.a.i ►Mercury Recycling Efforts  

List below or attach lists of efforts to promote, facilitate, and/or participate in collection and recycling of mercury containing devices and 

equipment at the consumer level (e.g., thermometers, thermostats, switches, bulbs).  

 

Refer to FY 12-13 Countywide Program’s [CCCWP] Annual Report for a list of mercury collection and recycling efforts conducted countywide and 

regionally. 

 

The City of Clayton local efforts related to mercury recycling during FY 12-13 included the following: 

1) Promotion: Our Solid Waste/Recycling Hauler (Allied Waste – AWIN, now known as Republic Services) started In October 2011 the  

curbside collection of CFL’s and e-waste for free.  This promotion was included on the Allied’ billing messages to customers, billing insets, 

and their Annual Customer Gide (mailed to all customers) and Allied’s web site.   The City of Clayton web site has a link to our haulers web 

site.  In addition there is information on the County web site related to proper disposal or recycling opportunities. Our hauler also provides 

periodic information in our local newspaper [Clayton Pioneer] which is distributed to all Clayton residences and businesses.  

2) HHW Program: The City of Clayton is served by a semi regional facility operated by and located at Central Contra Costa Sanitation – 

Central Sans.  They produce promotional information and have a Web Site.  They provide the opportunity for small businesses and 

residents to drop-off mercury-containing devices of CFL’s, fluorescent tubes, mercury thermometers, mercury switches.  

3) Curbside Collection: Our Hauler (Allied Waste – AWIN) started curbside collection In October 2011 of CFL’s and e-waste for free at 

individual residences and businesses [fluorescent tubes are not collected curbside].  

4) Commercial business take back:  Bill’s Ace Hardware is located about 3 miles away in Concord.  This location takes back fluorescent 

tubes at no cost to residents – this location is closer than the HHW Central Sans.    

5) City Maintenance Activity:  The City maintains four buildings [City Hall, County Library Branch, Maintenance Yard Building, and a small 

rental hall (Endeavor Hall)], and some of the city streetlamps, all park lighting, and landscape lighting.  All CFL’s, Fluorescent tubes, Metal 

Halides lamps, as well as leftover paints are taken to the Central Sans HHW facility.  The City recently converted some of its streetlights on 

its arterial streets with LED lamps through grant funds.  The LED’s have a longer life and contain less mercury than metal halides streetlights.  

6. Collection of Mercury-containing devices and equipment:  The City of Clayton has no role in the collection of mercury-containing devices 

and equipment at the consumer level. 

a. Collection of Mercury-containing devices and equipment by your municipality or contractors at individual residences. The City of 

Clayton does not have nor does its hauler provide pick up for mercury containing devices other than CFL’s. Collection is done with 

residents putting bulbs into zip lock bags and placing out with their other materials on their scheduled collection day.  (According to 

our hauler in 2012/13 apx. 540 CFL’s were collected curbside; along with 266 e-waste devices; and 410 household batteries)  
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C.11.a.ii ►Mercury Collection  

Provide an estimate of the mass of mercury collected through these efforts, or provide a reference to a report containing this estimate.  

Please refer to the FY 12-13 CCCWP Annual Report for an estimate of the mass of mercury collected through collection and recycling efforts in 

Contra Costa County.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

C.11.b ►Monitor Methylmercury 

C.11.c ►Pilot Projects to Investigate and Abate Mercury Sources 

in Drainages 

C.11.d ►Pilot Projects to Evaluate and Enhance Municipal 

Sediment Removal and Management Practices 

C.11.e ►Conduct Pilot Projects to Evaluate On-Site Stormwater 

Treatment via Retrofit 

C.11.f ►Diversion of Dry Weather and First Flush Flows to POTWs 

C.11.g ►Monitor Stormwater Mercury Pollutant Loads and Loads 

Reduced 

C.11.h ►Fate and Transport Study of Mercury In Urban Runoff 

C.11.i ►Development of a Risk Reduction Program Implemented 

Throughout the Region 

C.11.j ►Develop Allocation Sharing Scheme with Caltrans 

 

State below if information is reported in a separate regional report.  Municipalities that participate directly in regional activities to can provide 

descriptions below. 

Summary 

A summary of countywide CCCWP and regional accomplishments for these sub-provisions are included within the C.11 Mercury Controls section 

of CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or the BASMAA Regional POC Report.  
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Section 12 - Provision C.12 PCBs Controls 

 

C.12.a.ii,iii ►Ongoing Training  

(For FY 10-11 Annual Report and Each Annual Report Thereafter) List below or attach description of ongoing training development and inspections 

for PCB identification, including documentation and referral to appropriate regulatory agencies (e.g. county health departments, Department of 

Toxic Substances Control, California Department of Public Health, and the Water Board) as necessary. 

Description: 

There are no industrial facilities or uses in the City of Clayton. See the FY 12-13 CCCWP Annual Report for a description of training provided 

countywide and/or regionally.  

 

C.12.b ►Conduct Pilot Projects to Evaluate Managing PCB-

Containing Materials and Wastes during Building Demolition and 

Renovation Activities 

C.12.c ►Pilot Projects to Investigate and Abate On-land 

Locations with Elevated PCB Concentrations 

C.12.d ►Conduct Pilot Projects to Evaluate and Enhance 

Municipal Sediment Removal and Management Practices 

C.12.e ►Conduct Pilot Projects to Evaluate On-Site Stormwater 

Treatment via Retrofit 

C.12.f ►Diversion of Dry Weather and First Flush Flows to POTWs 

C.12.g ►Monitor Stormwater PCB Pollutant Loads and Loads 

Reduced 

C.12.h ►Fate and Transport Study of PCBs In Urban Runoff 

C.12.i ►Development of a Risk Reduction Program Implemented 

Throughout the Region 

 

State below if information is reported in a separate regional report.  Municipalities that participate directly in regional activities to can provide 

descriptions below. 

Summary 

A summary of countywide CCCWP and regional accomplishments for these sub-provisions are included within the C.12 PCB Controls section of the 

CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or the BASMAA Regional POC Report.  
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Section 13 - Provision C.13 Copper Controls 

 

C.13.a.iii.(2)  ►Training, Permitting and Enforcement Activities  

(FY 11-12 Annual Report and each Annual Report thereafter) Provide summaries of activities implemented to manage waste generated from 

cleaning and treating of copper architectural features, including copper roofs, during construction and post-construction including. : 

 Development of BMPs on how to manage the water during and post construction 

 Requiring the use of appropriate BMPs when issuing building permits 

 Educating installers and operators on appropriate BMPs 

 Enforcement actions taken again noncompliance 

There are no facilities within the City of Clayton that have been identified as potential users or sources of copper that would require copper 

reduction BMPs. There are not any copper roofs or other cooper features existing in the City of Clayton.  New development projects would require 

discretionary review by the Planning Commission and at that time if copper features were proposed staff would either work to have the material 

changed to non-copper; or if approved with copper ensure that all runoff from the copper features went into LID’s.  The City’s inspectors are the 

POTW inspectors – Central Contra Costa Sanitation which have received training on this topic.  Please refer to BASMAA POC inspector training 

materials, which are available on the Program’s website.    

 

Any materials developed through the CCCWP are made available as appropriate at the City offices.  

 

 

C.13.a.iii.(3)  ►Evaluation of Effectiveness  

(FY 12-13 Annual Report) Evaluate the effectiveness of measures the agency has undertaken to prevent discharge of wastewater to storm drains 

during the installation, cleaning, treating, and washing of the surface of copper architectural features.  The discussion of the effectiveness of these 

measures should include BMP implementation and may propose additional measures to address this source of pollutants.   

 

There are no facilities within the City of Clayton that have been identified as potential users or sources of copper that would require copper 

reduction BMPs. There are not any copper roofs or other cooper features existing in the City of Clayton.  New development projects would require 

discretionary review by the Planning Commission and at that time if copper features were proposed staff would either work to have the material 

changed to non-copper; or if approved with copper ensure that all runoff from the copper features went into LID’s.  The City’s inspectors are the 

POTW inspectors – Central Contra Costa Sanitation which have received training on this topic.  Please refer to BASMAA POC inspector training 

materials, which are available on the Program’s website.    
 

Any materials developed through the CCCWP are made available as appropriate at the City offices. The City of Clayton specifically distributes a 

brochure developed by the Clean Water Program regarding the appropriate way to drain pools and spas; this brochure is given to applicants that 

obtain permits to either construct a pool/spa or to demolish an existing pool.  These brochures are also available in our public literature display 

rack at City Hall and at the Clayton branch library.  
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C.13.c ►Vehicle Brake Pads  

Reported in a separate regional report. 

A summary of the countywide CCCWP’s participation with the Brake Pad Partnership (BPP) is included within the C.13 Copper Controls section of 

CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or the BASMAA Regional POC Report. 

 

C.13.c.iii ►Water Quality Issues Associated with Automobile 

Brake Pads 

 

(FY 12-13 Annual Report Only) – Assess status of copper water quality issues associated with automobile brake pads and recommend brake-pad 

related actions for inclusion in subsequent permits if needed. 

An assessment of copper water quality issues associated with automobile brake pads and recommend brake-pad related actions for inclusion in 

subsequent permits is included within the C.13 Copper Controls section of CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or the BASMAA Regional POC 

Report. 

 

C.13.d.iii ►Industrial Sources Copper Reduction Results  

Based upon inspection activities conducted under Provision C.4, highlight copper reduction results achieved among the facilities identified as 

potential users or sources of copper, facilities inspected, and BMPs addressed.  

Summary 

There are no facilities within the City of Clayton that have been identified  as potential users or sources of copper that would require copper 

reduction BMPs, as there are not any auto repair uses within the City. The City’s inspectors are the POTW inspectors – Central Contra Costa 

Sanitation which have received training on this topic.  Please refer to BASMAA POC inspector training materials, which are available on the 

Program’s website.    

 

 

 

C.13.e ►Studies to Reduce Copper Pollutant Impact Uncertainties  

Report on progress of studies being conducted countywide or regionally to reduce copper pollutant impact uncertainties. State below if 

information is reported in a separate regional report. 

Summary 

A summary of the countywide CCCWP and/or regional efforts to develop regional studies to reduce copper pollutant impact uncertainties is 

included within the C.13 Copper Controls section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or BASMAA Regional POC Report. 
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Section 14 - Provision C.14 PBDE, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium Controls 

 

C.14.a ►Control Programs for PBDEs, Legacy Pesticides and 

Selenium Controls 

 

Report on progress of studies being conducted countywide or regionally to characterize the distribution and pathways of PBDEs, legacy 

pesticides, and selenium. State below if information is reported in a separate regional report.  

Summary 

A summary of the countywide CCCWP and regional efforts related to the Control Program for PBDEs, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium is included 

within the C.14 PBDE, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or BASMAA Regional POC Report. 

 

 

 

C.14.a.v. ►Control Programs for PBDEs, Legacy Pesticides and 

Selenium Controls – Load Computation 

 

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Submit a report with information required to compute loading estimates of PBDEs, legacy pesticides and 

selenium from urban runoff to the Bay. 

Summary 

Information required to compute loading estimates of PBDEs, legacy pesticides and selenium from urban runoff to the Bay is included within the 

C.14 PBDE, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium section of the CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or BASMAA Regional POC Report. 

 

 

C.14.a.vi. ►Control Programs for PBDEs, Legacy Pesticides and 

Selenium Controls – Control Measures  

 

 

(For FY 12-13 Annual Report only) Submit a report identifying control measures and/or management practices to reduce impacts from discharges 

of PBDEs, legacy pesticides or selenium in urban runoff. 

Summary 

A report identifying control measures and/or management practices to reduce impacts from discharges of PBDEs, legacy pesticides or selenium 

in urban runoff is included within the C.14 PBDE, Legacy Pesticides and Selenium section of CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report and/or BASMAA 

Regional POC Report. 
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Section 15 - Provision C.15 Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges 
 

C.15.b.iii.(1), C.15.b.iii.(2) ► Planned and Unplanned Discharges 

of Potable Water 

 

Is your agency a water purveyor?  Yes X No 

If No, skip to C.15.b.vi.(2): 

If Yes, Complete the attached reporting tables or attach your own table with the same information. Provide any clarifying comments below. 

Comments: 

The City is served by Contra Costa Water District, a separate special district, with its own elected board and staff.  The City has established a  good 

working relationship with CCWD staff and they do notify the City either before or just after planned and unplanned discharges and provides us with 

documentation as to the actions they took to dechlor the water and to limit the discharge rate.  During the end of the reporting year they were 

conducting hydrant flushing both for maintenance reasons related to the lines and their tanks.  

 

C.15.b.vi.(2) ► Irrigation Water, Landscape Irrigation, and Lawn or 

Garden Watering 

 

Provide implementation summaries of the required BMPs to promote measures that minimize runoff and pollutant loading from excess irrigation. 

Generally the categories are: 

 Promote conservation programs 

 Promote outreach for less toxic pest control and landscape management 

 Promote use of drought tolerant and native vegetation 

 Promote outreach messages to encourage appropriate watering/irrigation practices 

 Implement Illicit Discharge Enforcement Response Plan for ongoing, large volume landscape irrigation runoff. 

Summary: 

In September 2010, the City of Clayton adopted new water conservation requirements as was mandated per state law.  This ordinance requires 

new developments to submit efficient irrigation water use calculations and detailed landscape plan prior to either issuance of permits or final 

inspection of the development project.  The Planning staff, City Engineer, stormwater manager have all received a copy and been trained on the 

new requirements.  The requirements apply to private and public projects.  Since the requirements are a part of the city codes they are included 

on our on line documents.  The Planning staff provides the information to as part of the early review consultation process of any applicable 

development application.  The city engineer includes as part of any public contract bid process, and city maintenance staff utilize as part of any 

major landscape renovation project.  

 

In addition the Contra Costa Water District (CCWD) provided direct mail information/bill insert messages to customers as well as print ads 

regarding water conservation promotion. 
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Materials prepared by the Program on less toxic pest control measures are available at the library kiosk display and were provided at the Clayton 

Cleans Up event and the Creekside Arts Festival.  The Contra Costa Water District also staffed information booth and provided outreach materials 

on water conservation, proper plan selection, less toxic pest control and landscape management and drought tolerant and native vegetation.  

The local garden club also provided information on drought tolerant and native vegetation at one of the farmers market and at their annual spring 

plant sale. There are also local landscape designers that support these approaches and include this aspect in their print media of our local 

newspaper on a regular basis. The local garden club (Clayton Valley Garden Club) hosts an annual local spring Garden Tour where homes feature 

water conserving planting and irrigation, in addition the City of Clayton supports the Bringing Back the Natives annual Garden Tour with usually two 

local homes in Clayton on the tour again promotes water conserving planting and irrigation, and less toxic pest control methods.   

 

Additionally, the City of Clayton through the CCCWP promotes several programs and measures to minimize pollutant loading from excess 

irrigation including, but not limited to: 

• 6th Edition Stormwater C.3 Guidebook adopted by ordinance promotes to land development professionals landscaping designed to: 1) 

minimize irrigation and runoff; 2) promote infiltration of runoff where appropriate; and, 3) minimize use of fertilizers and pesticides using pest-

resistant plants that are suited to site conditions (e.g., soil and climate). 

• Green Business Program promotes to businesses a variety of measures such as using drought tolerant plantings, mulching, carefully monitoring 

irrigation schedules and needs, and implementing Integrated Pest Management. 

• Our Water Our World (OWOW) Program promotes to consumers and the point of purchase less toxic alternatives to combating lawn and 

garden pests. 

•     Bay Friendly Landscaping and Gardening Training and Certification Program promotes to landscapers a variety of measures designed to  

reduce waste and prevent stormwater pollution. 

 

One of our Maintenance Supervisors has been Bay Friendly certified and our outside contractor for weed abatement is also Bay Friendly Certified.   

 

See Attachment C15b 

 

  

Refer to the C.3 New Development and Redevelopment, C.7. Public Information and Outreach and C.9. Pesticide Toxicity Control sections of   

CCCWP’s FY 12-13 Annual Report for additional information on BMPs promoted countywide. 

 

 



FY 12-13 Annual Report  C.15 – Exempted and Conditionally Exempted Discharges 
Permittee Name: _____ 
 

CCCWP  FY 12-13 AR Form 15-3 5/29/13 

 

C.15.b.iii.(1) ►Planned Discharges of the Potable Water System  

Site/ Location Discharge Type 

Receiving 

Waterbody(ies) 

Date of 

Discharge 

Duration of 

Discharge 

(military time) 

Estimated 

Volume 

(gallons) 

Estimated Flow Rate 

(gallons/day) 

Chlorine 

Residual 

(mg/L) 

pH 

(standard 

units) 

Discharge 

Turbidity
62

 

(NTU) 

Implemented BMPs & 

Corrective Actions 
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 Monitor the receiving water for turbidity if necessary and feasible. Include data in this column if available. 
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C.15.b.iii.(2) ►Unplanned Discharges of the Potable Water System
63

  

Site/ Location 

Discharge 

Type 

Receiving 

Waterbody(ies) 

Date of 

Discharge 

Discharge 

Duration 

(military 

time) 

Estimated 

Volume 

(gallons) 

Estimated 

Flow Rate 

(gallons/day) 

Chlorine 

Residual 

(mg/L)
64

 

pH 

(standard 

units) 52 

Discharge 

Turbidity 

(Visual) 52, 

Implemented 

BMPs & 

Corrective 

Actions 

Time of 

discharge 

discovery 

Regulatory 

Agency 

Notification 

Time
65

 

Inspector 

arrival 

time 

Responding 

crew arrival 

time 
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 This table contains all of the unplanned discharges that occurred in this FY. 
64

 Monitoring data is only required for 10% of the unplanned discharges. If you monitored more than 10% of your unplanned discharges, report all of the data collected. 
65

. Notification to Water Board staff is required for unplanned discharges where the chlorine residual is >0.05 mg/L and total volume is ≥ 50,000 gallons. Notification to State Office of Emergency Services is required after becoming aware of aquatic impacts as a 
result of unplanned discharge or when the discharge might endanger or compromise public health and safety.  
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