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9/16/08 Bd. Hmg. Item 9
Sediment Quality Objectives

E @ E M E Deadline: 9/5/08 by 12:00 p.m.

AUG 29 2008 * 3152 Shad Court
$imi Valley, CA 93063
Auguat 29, 2008

SWRCB EXECUTIVE

State Water Resources Control Board
Jaanine Townsend, Cleark te the Boarxd
1001 I Street, 24" Floor
S8acramento, CA 95814

Re: “Comment Letter - Sediment Quality Objectivas.”
Daar Members of the Board:

" When I read the public notice on the draft 8QOs in 2007,
I did not comment on the item because the scientific and
technical aspects wars way out of my league. After my
extensive research for the September 16, 2008 new public
hearing, because the Notice stated that “Review by OAL .
revealed that the statutorily-required newspaper
notification of the Movember hearing had not occurred”, T
am commenting this time arcund. :

LEGAL NOTICE

#1 - Bacause the new public hearing Notice did not
give the day of the November 2007 public hearing
in the aforementioned aentence and in the
stateament “The State Water Board held a public
hearing on the Plan in November 2007...7, I wasa
under the impression that Boarxd and DAL staff
were missing a few screws after logging ontec the
Novamber 6, 2007 Board meeting--listed under the
Websita’'s 2007 Meeting/Workshop Agendas & Minutes
‘seaction--and not finding the 85Q0s publie hearing.

#2 - 1 lost a lot of time and effort researching the

. November 2007 public hearing that could have gone
inte the naw deadline because the Board’'s 2007
Schedule was no longer posted. I found it
through sxtenaive research, and that is how I
cama across the November 19, 2007 public hearing.
Had I checked out all of the Program Website
information, I would have possibly found it
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#3 -

#4 -

#5 -

soonar. The point is that the exact day in
November 2007 should have been mentioned in the
Board’'s SQOa’ new public hearing Notice.

All of my efforts ware not in vain because I
came &across the Fabruary 5, 2008 related publiia
hearing and realized that 3 public hearings
(November 19, 2007; February 5, 2008; and
February 19, 2008) had been voided because of
this gargantuan oversight by Board staff. How
fortunate for the dischargers because thay got
more time--almost & year--with the atatus quo
because Resolution 2008-0014 has been voided
along with staff reports, and exhibits.

Wnila the new public hearing Notice states on
Page 2 that “Please note that the State Water
Board's record for the proposed Plan includes all
somment letters that were previocusly submitted to
the State Water Board in a timely manner prior to
Fabruary 19, 20087, the fact is that all of the
oral comments from Board members, staff and the
public Commenters from 3 public hearings are now
null and void,

Though it is stated on Page 2 of the Notice that
“Commentars need not resubmit their prior

- comments but may simply reference them in any new

commant letters”, the fact is that this statement
is not made by Board ccunsel. Thare is no room
for: 1. any further legal quagmires, 2. approval
delays of $Q0s, and 3. non-compliance cof mandate
bacause the January 29, 2008 Draft Plan is void.
Just this week, my written comments on the
MUN NPDES permits for the Camarillo Sanitary
District, the City of Simi Valley, and the City
of Thousand Oaks Plants alatted for the LARWQCB's
September 11, 2008 meeting were keing suppressed.
These NPDES permits and the Ventura County MS4
NPDES pernit are connected te the toxic hot spot
Mugu Lagoon/Calleguas Creek tidal prism, Eastezn
Arm, Main Lagoon, Wastern Arm{Page 52, Table 4.2,
Enclosed Bays, High Rank). And, yet Cal/EPA and

Governor Schwarzenegger have delayed the decision

on whethar or not tc have the Boeing Company’s
Santa Susana Field Laboratory(SSF), formerly
Rocketdyne, listed as a USEPAR Superfund site.
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#6 - All written comments and evidentiazy materials

47

including those submitted in a non-timely manner
must be made part of the record, even any that
were submitted during the November 19, 2007;
February 5, 2008; and February 19, 2008 Board
public hearings since all commant submittal
avanues, including before the Boaxd, count.

Page 59, it is stated under Saction 4.4 POINT
SOURCES REGULATED UNDER CLEAN WATER ACT Section
402, second paragraph, last sentence, “The State
Water Board’s SIP addressed the implamentation
of numeric toxic pollutant criteria and
objectives of bay, estuarine, and inland surface
waters.” On Page 46, it is stated that the SIP
ia not applicable to stormwater discharges, nor
address sediment quality specifically. The City
of Simi Valley, City of Thousand Caks, and the
Camarillo Sanitary District Plants NPDES parmit
Orders newly revised have had storm water removed
and not removed.

JULY 18, 2008 DRAFT PLAN

e et A ————————————vE———

#1 - Comparing the new public hearing Draft Flan to

the January 29, 2008 Draft Plan was difficult due
to various text format changes from sentences to
paragraphs, to entire sectiona. Re-wording, and
raahuffling of Secticns. Soma information
highlighted in yellow turnad sut not teo be new,
There were still some of the same underlined
areas as in the January 2%, 2008 Draft Plan.
Sactions’ titles changed to statements from
questions. List of Tables did not coincide, ato.

JULY 18, 2008 DRAFT PLAN ADDITIONS

1.

Page 1, Section 1.1, first paragraph, second
sentance change “whare the 8Q0s” to “for”.

Page 1, Section 1.1, first paragraph, second
sentence add “the” betwaen is and Water Quality.

Page 1, Saction 1.1, first paragzaph, second
gsentence add “,” between Boards and stakeholders.
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4. Page 54, last paragraph, last aenﬁanou, add “he”
betwaen had to and based on.

JULY 18, 2008 DRAFT PLAN ERRORS

M—.
1. Page ii, Table of Contenta, Section 4 indentations.

2. Page iii, Table of Contents, Section 5
Lndantations

3. Page iii, Table of Contents, Section 5.7: tha ».”
batwaen 7 and Applioation¢

4, Page 46, top of page, second paragraph and uocond
bullet point, spacing.

5. Page 54, second and third paraqraﬁhn, spacing.

6. Page 53, Section 4.2.4, first paragraph and bullet
peints, spacing.

7. Page 60, the Sections numbers for Municipal and

Iuduutr;al Discharges, and Construction, and
Caltrans are missing.

JULY 18, 2008 DRAFT PLAN QUESTIONS

1. Since the Novembar 19, 2007, February 5, 2008, and
February 19, 2008 public hearings have bean voided,
should not the September 27, 2007 public hearing
Draft Plan and Appendices have been re-released for
public comment? If not, why not? If so, why has a
new Draft Plan besn released for conmment? Is it to
save staff time since Part 2 is ready to go through
the public review and comment procass?

2. Has the November 1%, 2007 $Q0s public hearing been
' voided?

3., Has the February 5, 2008 8QOs public haaring been
veidad?

4. Has the February 19, 2008 5Q0s public hearing been
voided?




