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PERMIT FACT SHEET

An anaJysis of costs to cities by the San Gabriel Valley Association of Governments
was compazed to an analysis of storm water program costs in municipalitie~
throughout California. The comparison showed local costs to be at or below the
average in the =tare.

The Clean Water Act does not mandate that the (~ounty be a Principal Permittee. The
(:lean Water Act require~ that municipalities (the ow~ers/operator~ of the storm drain
system) be issued a permit by the State on behalf of the USEPA. Because storm
drains connect from one jurisdiction to another operating as an interconnected system,
the county volunteered to be ~/e Principal Permittee and to manage the countywide
monitoring program. This r, ave~ each of the other permitlees from paying the
$10,000 permit fee and the cost of the monitoring program. The County doe~ not
have the authority to operate and manage individual city storm drain systems, nor
control activitie~ in cities that wail reduce pollutan! inputs to the storm drain system
only cities have that authority.

¯ The Principal Perminee and Co-Permittees filed a report of waste discharge with the
Regional Water Board in December 1994; the Regional Water Quality Control Board
has worked with County Public Works axtd the other municipal contacts as identified
through that procesx Elected officials have never been identified as permittee contact
persons in any city. it would be inappropriate for Regional Board staff to 8o over
heads of identified municipal staff. However, whenever requested, Regional Board
~zaff has been available to meet with elected officials. Regional Board staff has al~o
provided technical assistance to the elected officials of the Santa Monica Bay
Restoration Project who prepared ¯ video directed to elected officials on the permit.
The SMBRP also prepared a short policy version of the permit which was sent out to

The permit breaks awly from the traditional command-and-control model of regulation
allowing the principal permitlee, along with municipalities, to develop the programs
they will implement. This is the approach that cities have said they desire. The
permit simply establishes tirneframes (which have been modified to meet the schedule~
cities indicated they needed) for the development of individual elements of the storm
water mtnagement program. Public review i~, indeed, incorporated at multiple pointz
into the storm water program development proces~

The permit has been written such that, if ¯ permittee is implementing the provision= of
the permit, they will not be exposed to third party lawsuit~ A number of
modifications have been made to accomplish this objective,. However, the Clean
Water Act specifically allows for citizen lawsuits if the permittee is in violation of the
permit. The Regional Board has no power to change this provision of the Clean
Water Act
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In our discu~ons w~th [he Restauran! Association. leading last Food restaurant
operators, and with [he Western States Petroleum Assoczation (WSPA). we ha~’e bee~
told that [he activities c~led t’or in the permit ate consistenl with already established "r
policies and procedures in the indust~.. Given the experience of" cities -Iready
operating business outreach education programs, and changes in the permit which
emphasize piggybacking on existing programs, we do not see significant cost impacts
t’or these businesses.

Municipal permits must contain receiving water limitations language and all perrnil$
adopted in the las~ yeat in the state do so. Those adopted most recendy for Orange
C:ounty and Sacramento County �ontain language [hat Los Angeles Counly
municipalities have found objectionable. Under [he Clean Water Act, municipali6es,
as the owners/operators of [he storm drain system, ate responsible for the quali~y of
waters in the system and must use [heir unique municipal powers - not possessed by
the Regional Waler Board or [he (::ounty or any one else - Io assure that receivin$
water limitations - at the point of discharge Io [he storm drain system, are met
Because it is widely recognized that such receiving water limi~tions would n~t be
- that lher¢ is indeed a water quality prublem - the receiving water limilatio~s
section of the permil has been written such l~at implementation of the permil’l
provisions is the equivalent of compliance with [he receiving wa~er limitations.
municipalities file for a renewal in another five yea.-s, they must determine
any additional actions are necessary ~o anain receiving water limilations.                           -

The permit does not require cities Io cain/oul any a~’tions which ate [he resp<msibilily
of the Regional Boatd. However, even/etTon has been made Io eliminate duplica~
inspections for essentially [he same purposes by state and local government, and 1o
create �omplementa~’y efforts between municipalities and b~tweee ditTerent levis of’
government. We believe such etTorts Io be good public polio),,

t,/
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State of California       ¯
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

LOS ANGELES REGION

101 Centre Plaza Drive Public Notre No. 96-027Monterey Park, California 91754 Meeting - July 15, 1996(213) 266-7500 NPDES NO. CAS614001

PUBLIC NOTICE
(Govt Code Section 11125)                    --

CHANGE OF MEETING LOCATION AND TIME

The California Regional Water Qualily Control Board regular meeting on July 15, 1996,
was previously noticed (Public Notice No. 96-025) to be held st the County of Los
Angeles Supervisors Hearing Room.

The location and starting time for that meeting have been changed as follows:

Place: Junipero Serra State Office Building
Auditorium (Room #1138)
107 South Broadway
Los Angeles, California

Starting "nme: 8:00 s.m.

The oublic headn_o to consider the Los An_oeles County. Municipal Storm Water Discharo,
Permit will be_Gin no sooner than 10:30 a.m

Please direct any questions to Carlos Urrunaga, Enviror~mental Specia~st III, st (213) 266-
7598.

Date: 05 July 1996
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July 5, 1996

California Newspaper Send~
Bureau, Incorporated

P,O. Box 54:310
Lo= Angeles, CA 90054

GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTS (I=/LE NO. 100.324)

Enclosed is a copy of a public notice we would I~e published in a daily new~paper of .o .general circulation in the geographical area of each discharge for one day as ~on is .....~possible but not later than July 7, 1996.

The notice as published in each new~paper must contain the applicable non-tabular
Umaterial and is to list only those tabulated discharges located within the geographical area

U
Please bill us in triplicate and provide us with three copies of affidavit of publication         "~ ?
(Attention: Pat Guokas).

If you have any questions, please call me at (213) 266-7594.
~
U

Senior Water Resource                                                            ,
Control Engineer
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State of California
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

LOS ANGELES REGION

101 Centre Plaza Drive Public Notice No. 96-027
Monterey Park, Calif=xnla 91754 Meeting - July 15, 1996
(’213) 266-7500 NPDES NO. CAS614001

PUBLIC NOTICE
(Govt Coda Section 1112S)                    "

CHANGE OF MEElING LOCATION AND TIME

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board regular meeting on July 15, 1996,
was previoush/ noticed (Public Notice No. 96-025) to be held at the County of Los      .
Angeles Supervisors Hearing Room.

The location and starting time for that meeting have been changed as follows:

Place: Junlpero Serm State Office Building
Auditorium (Room #1138)

r ~ 107 South Broadway
Los Angeles, California

"T’me:    S: O =.m. U

The public hearin_o to consider the Los An_oeles Courdy_ Munk’Jr~al Storm Water am_e ,            n
_ Perrrut will be_gir= no sDormr than 10:30 ,~.rrL ! U

Please direct any questions to Cados Urrunaga, Environmental Specialist I!1, at (213) 266-
7598.

Data: 05 July 1996
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State of C~|f~                                                                            ~
Environmental ProtacUon Agency
Memorandum

L
To: Bette Worthman                            Date: July 5, 1996

SCAG

From: Catherine Tyrrell, AEO ~’~
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD.LOS ANGELES REGION

101 Centre Plaza Drive. Monterey Perk, CA 91754--215~
Telephone: (213) 266-7515

Subject: Changes to L.A. County Municipal Storm Water Permit Requested By
SGVCOG at July 1 meeting

As promised, please find attached the changes to the legal authority section of the
permit. SGVCOG cities asked for assurances that the permit would not require them
to carry out routine inspections of residential private property. The attached language
provides such certainty.

I’ve also attached the letter and fact sheet mailed to all cities in response to the letter
authored by a councilman in Redondo Beach on SCAG letterhead. As we discussed,

nthe SCAG letter contains ¯ number of inaccurate, misleading statements about the
permit. The fact sheet provides the correct informabon.

U

Please call me at (213)266-7515 if I can answer any additional questions.

U
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Lo~ Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Permit
Order No. 96-XXX                                                 CAS614001

1. Pursuant to the time frame ~ established in E.2, each Permittee
shall demonstrate that it possesses legal authority necessary to control
discharges to and from those portions of the MS4 over which it has
jurisdiction so as to comply with this Order. This legal authority may be
demonstrated by either a single ordinance or a single guidance document
containing all the applicable statutes, ordinances, permits, contracts, ordere
or agreements which govern a Permittee’s storm water management
activities, as required by 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i).

Each Permittee ~hall either individually or co~ectively possess the legal
authority to:

a. Contro~ the contribution of pollutants to the MS4 by storm water
discharges associated with Industnal activity and the quality of stonn
water discharged from sites of industhal activity, unless permitted
under a ~eparate NPDES permit, through the following prohJbttto~
~i..~i~teR~$:

i. Prohibit the discharge of untreated wash waters to Ihe MS4
when gas stations, auto repair garages, or ~ o4her
type= Of automouve aerv , fac t  ,re

II. Prohibit lhe discharge of untreated wastewater to the MS4 from
o mobile auto washing, steam cleaning, mobile carpet cleaning,
and other such mobile commerc~ and industrial opemtiorm;

lii. Prohibit to the maximum extent practicable, discharges to the
MS4 from areas where repair of machinery and equipment,
including motor vehicles, which are visibly leaking oil, fluid or
antifreeze is undertaken;

iv. Prohibit the discharges of untreated runoff to the MS4 from
storage areas of materials containing grease, oil, or other
hazardous substances, {_=.;., ..--.~ ~ p_’~..:,~=xI ~
uncovered receptacJes containing hazardous materials;

v. Prohibit the discharge ofcommerciagmunicipal swimming pool
filter backwash to the MS4;

vi. Prohibit the discharge of untreated runoff from thewashing
of toxic materials from paved or unpaved ar,s w;’~,,t,,.ms;~t~.;~
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-
Los ,~x~eles County Mun~i:)al Storm Water Permit
Order No. 9~X,Y~X C,~.~14001

~ to the MS4;

Prohibit or control to the maximum extent precticable
w~shing impervious surfaces in industrial/commercial areas
whic~ results in a discharge of untreated runoff to the MS4,
unless specdically required by State or local health and safety

viii. Prohi~t the washing out of concrete truc~si~e~4)~d~e to

ix. Require regular sweeping or other equally effective measures
to remove debris from industrial/commercial motor vehicle
parking lots with more than twenty-five parking spaces that are
located in areas potentially exposed to store1 water;, and,

x. Require the use of BMPI for or placement of machinery/
equipment that is to be repaired or maintained

such that leaks, spills and other maintenance related pollutants
are not discharged to the MS4;

b. ProhiM ill~t discharges end illicit connactio~ to the MS4 and r~luire
mmov, of i~ic~ connec~on~.

Control epilis, dumping, or disposal of meterlal~, Including the
following, to the MS4 through the following I:xohibition~:

L Prohi~ ~Zer~g;,

el. Prohibit the disposal of leaves, dirt, or other landscape debris
into a storm drain;

iii. Prohibit the ,~e discharge to the MS4 of any pestJdcle,

by the USEPA or the California Department of Pest~k~
Regulatk~

iv. Re~ Prohibit the disposal of food wastes in sz~,h ¯
manner likely to cause them to enter the MS4;-by-the-f~ed

23 5/23/96
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Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Permit
Order No. 96-XXX CAS614001

v. !~ Prohibit the dispoMI of h~zardous wastesat
_:.::    .~. in trash containers used for

municipal trash disposal, which could result In ¯ discharge to
the MS4; and

placement of fuels, a~l chemicals r.e~d~, fuel and chemical
wastes, animal wastes, garbage, batteries, and ~ other
materials ~ which have potentially hamd~
impacts on water ~:~.::~!-. w..~P_~.quality
.... ~ ~ .... "~ *^ In Irell exposed to storm

associated with pray¯to restdontlal property that cause obvlot~
~’~:~V ~.,,0 ~.~ discharges of prohibited materials to tho MS4 or pole the

potential for such discharges, the Permittee h~ the legal
authority to abate such discharges.

-

ed. Require compliance with ~<md~me~ ordinances, permits, contracts,
or orders adopted and/or issued by the Pormittee in compliance
with this Order. and with requiremonts of this Ord~.pa~l

..........
¯ _._.. ;,_-! ...... ,~.~-,--, ~....~.. ~..%_-.~_.~..., -,.. .~...., ................ . ~_-’~____.’~_~-

2. Each Permittee

Provide to the Principal Permittee for submittal to ~
ExecuUve Officer, not later than 120 days after the adoot~on of this
Order copies of ordinances, regulations, and other iegaJ documents
establishing legal authority, or in the alternative:

is. A statement by its r~9,~dMJ~e legal counsel that the
Permittee has obtained all necessary legal authority to comply
with this Order, referencing that legal authority with spec~=ity;.
and/or
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Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Petm~
Order No. &6-XXX                                                      CAS614001

iib. If Part 2.I.E2.a.i,. is only papally fulfilled, a timely l~.hedule for
obtaining adequate legal authonty to comply with this Order,
enumerating, with specificity, the legal authority that remains to
be obtained.

n
U
n
U

5/23/96
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LOS AN~FLE$ REGION

12131 2~.?~
f~ 12131 ~?~

The Hooor~bl~ Domini� L, Connie ¯
Member of I~ 5~u~e As~mbly U
S~ C~i~o~ R~ ~3 i
I~& LS~
S~~ CA 93814
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Dear Mayor end City Council Members:
" ,

At the suggestion of the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) Energy and eP.d Environment Committee, I am writing to encourage
your pa~c~pation in reviewing the Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water
NPDES Permit sent to your staff in late May. Based on c~ties’ comments on
the December draft, Regional Board staff revised the permit substantially to
address the concerns raised.

A short summary of the permit is attached along with the full permit and original
cover letter. The summary and a short video on the permit were sent to you
approximately two weeks ago. The video was developed under the leadership
of two local elected officials who work professionally in the communlcaUon$
field. We urge you to show the video at your upcoming council meeting.

SCAG officials expressed the concern that the permit review process did not
UirK:Jude enough opportunities for elected official involvemenL It is important to

note that the USEPA determined the storm water policy direction and regulatory nframework ¯ number of years ago. This Regional Board is charged with
implementing that policy direction in Los Angeles County through the issuance Uof the municipal storm water permiL However, there era opportuniUes for
elected officials to both comment on the permit end to become involved in the
permit implementation process.

On July 15, 1996, the Regional Board will hold a headng on the permit at the
L.A. County Board of Supervisors Headng Room at 9:00 e.m.. Elected officials
are encouraged to pa~cipate in the headng process. Time will be set aside
during the hearing specifically for you as elected officials.

Wfthin the permit itself, however, there are also opportunities for shaping the         -
approach c~ties will take to implement the permit requirements. The County of
Los Angeles is charged with lead responsibility for many activities within the
permiL The County is required to involve the municipalities in developing these
programs. City representatives will pa~c~pate in various watershed committees
and some will be chosen by their peers to participate on an Exe.cutJve Advisory
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Mayor and Ci~ Coundl Members
June 28. 1996
Page Two

Committee. We encourage your Involvement directly on these committees or
through the direction you give Io your technical staff.

Please let us know If them er~ any other questions you may have. We very
much want to work cooperativ.ly with you to accomplish our mutual goal of
protecting water quality in thll i, egion.

Sincerely0

Robert P. Ghirelli., D.Env.
Executive Officer

! "~ CC: Judy Mikel$, SCAG EEC Chlk"
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Ms. Beatrice J.S. LaPisto..KJdiey
June 28. 1996

LPage 2

Regarding Ihe availability of information on slorm waler pollution, a USEPA study �onckKied
1983 (Nail>invade Urban Runoff Program) showed Ihal pollutanls am prevalent in urban n, moff
throughout the nation. The results of this study, among other, helped identify the need for atotm
water management, and compelled the U.S. Congress in 1987, to create ¯ permitting J
for industhal ~tivities and municipalities under Ihe federal Clean Water AcL Additionally,
have been numerous beach closures along LA County beaches due to urban nmoff pollution.
As recently Is last month, an epidemiologicat atuo’y was completed by Ihe Santa M(mtca
Restoration Project showing I con’elation between illness amo~ people bathing in LA Courtly
beaches and ixoximily to slotm drain runoff. To add to existing water quality data, the Courtly
of Los Angeles is embarking upo~ 8 monitoring program which will halI) to batler datenldne
pollutant Io~lings and where these polluJanls come. from. This will go 8 Io~ way towards
dirlK;ling educational efforts f~x the future.

The ReceMng Water LknilaUons have been rewritten due Io comments received by INs Regkmal
Board. The lentative Pen~ clearly stales that "a Pemdtlee will no( be in vtolalJo~ of
Receiving Water Umitations so k)ng as Ihey are in compliance wilh Ihe SIorm Water Managemenl
Program Requirements set forlh in this Order...’. In other words, as Io~ as ¯ munJdpalily
can’ying out its plan of aclion, il will be deemed in compliance wilh lhe receiving water limitation.
Revised lat~Jage addressing the concerns of ¢~ties was mailed to permitteel under lepamle
¯over (auad l). n
The Regi<x~ Board and ~ staff am �ommitted to wodd~ with Ihe Pern~ees and ~ U
stakehoide~ to attain and prolect the benerN:~al uses of receiving waters in the Region in ¯ ~

neffec~ve manner. The Board meet~g to consider the permit w¢l be held on July 15. 19~6. F~’
additional details on the hearing, or if you should have any questk~s ~r would like to discuss U
these issues furlher, please do not hesitate to call me at (213) 266-7510 or Catherine Tyrml
(213) 266-7515, or alternatively, your staff can call W.’mie Jesena at (213) 266-7594 ot Cadol
Ummaga at (213) 266-7598.

ROBERT P. GHIREUJ. O.Env.

Jorge Le6n, Office of lhe Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fuj’wnoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resoumes Control Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protac~m Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Dire~or, Department of Public World, County of Los Angeles
John Caflrey, Chair, State Water Resources Control
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TENTATIVE NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
(NPDE$ No. CAS61400t, CI 6948)

" We received your letter of Janua~ 26. 1996. addressed to Board Chairman Mr. Ke~ton.
wherein you expressed concerns raised by members of the Building Industry Assodation
of Southern California on the subject permK. As you have indicated in your letter of June U
24. 1996. we already addressed the major concerns in the May 23 tentative permlL We
appreciate end will consider the recommended language ¢hangea al well as the

i
remaining cormems you Indicated in your June 24 letter. ~,J

i Thank you for work~ cooperatively with our staff in developing a manageable and colt-
effective program on development planning and construction, end we look forward to
continue working with you towards adoption and implementation of the etonn water

If you should have any questions or comments in regards to this letter or the penTdt in
general, please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 2667510 or Catherine Tyrrel at
(213) 266-7515. Also, feel free to call Winnie Jesena at (213) 266-7594, or Xavier
Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cados Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOAR/D V
LOS ANGELES REGION

~
0

June 21, 1996

9Mr. Michael Kantor
Stormwater Management Division
Board of Public Works
City of Los Angeles
650 So. Spdng Street, 7th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90014

LOS ANGELES COUNTY STORM WATER WORKSHOP AT CITY OF LOS ANGELES
BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS HEARING ROOM JUNE t8, 1996

On behalf of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, the Assistant Executive
Officer, and our staff, I would like to officially thank you for your help in the pmparation~
for our storm water ’ workshop held on June lS, 1996. You went above and beyond

.~         ~~j,~
extending common courtesy to our staff and want you to know that this has not gone -..
unnoticed or unappreciated. The equipment you made available was vital to the success
of the workshop. The workshop would not have been possible without your help.

Thank you once again for your assistance. U

n

2
ROBERT P. GHIRELM, D. Env.

Honorable Richard Riordan, Mayor, City of Los Angeles
Board Members, Board of Public Works, City of Los Angeles
Philip Richardson, Stormwater Management Division, City of Los Angeles
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CAI.IFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
I.OS ANGELES REGION

@     0

June 21, 19~

Mr. John J. Agoglia, President
NBC Enterprises
3000 West Alameda Avenue
Burbank, CA 91523

LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR THE TENTATIVE LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER PERMIT

We received your letter of June 12, 1996, and many letters from your staff and co-workem
in which you urge our Board members to adopt the tentative Los Angeles County
Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit on July 15, 199~. Copies of these letters will
be provided to the Board for their consideration as part of the official permit adoption file.

As you may be aware, our staff have been actively involved in discussions regarding this
permit since early 1995. We have heard and discussed many issues pertaining to lhe
consequences of this permit, both economic and environmental. We feel that the County-

~- ,.’~--Wide Storm Water Management Plan required under this permit, when Implemented, will ’
have a significant positNe effect on water quality in Los Angeles County.

U
Thank you for your interest in improving our water quality and taking the time to write us.
We invite you to attend our Regional Water Quality Control Board meeting on July 15, n
1996, 9 e.m. in downtown Los Angeles at the comer of South Grand Avenue and West UTemple Street. Specifically, the address is:

Los Angeles County Board of Supen~om
Hearing Room                                                          ,
Kenneth Hahn Hall of AdministmUon
500 West Temple Sb’eeL

If you should have any questions or comments tn regards to this letter or the permit in
general, please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 266-7510 or Catherine Tyrmll at
(213) 266-7515.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D. Env.
Executive
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOSANGELES REGION

~ O

~une 21.

9Ms. J.P. Ellman, PmsNent
BoaM of Publ~
CW of Los
200 Noah Sp~ S~t
Los ~e~s, ~ ~12

LOS ANGELES COUN~ STORM WATER WORKSHOP AT CI~ OF LOS ANGE~
BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS H~RING R~M JUNE 18~ 199~

On ~haff ~ ~e Cal~omia R~lonal Water Oual~ Control BoaM, I ~uM llke ~
the ~a~ ~m~m of t~ BoaM of Public Wo~s for the u~ of your headng ~
sto~ ~ter ~shop held on June 18, 1996. ~e ~shop was ¯

In add~ion, I ~uM like to make you aware that your staff ~mber, Mr. Mi~ael ~n~,
in ~e Stouter Manage~nt Division, was of groat assistan~ to ~ 8~ff.
M~litated in making available the ne~ed ~uip~nt for use dudng ~e ~hop. I ha~
~nt a ~er of app~ation to Mr. Kantor ~anking him for his assis~n~. He ~nt a~

Uand ~yond e~ending ~mmon ~udesy to our I~ff.

~ank y~ ~ again ~r ~ hosp~lW e~end~ to our B~ a~ raft.
U

sin~.
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June 17, 1996

Inlerested Parly:.

TENTATIVE MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS
ANGELES (CAS61400t)

Our letter dated May 23, 1996, transmitted the subject tentative permit for your comments.
We recognize that there are additional issues that may have to be resolved. Two of
these Issues am Receiving Water Limitations and Administrative Review requiremer~
Since May 23, we have conferred with our legal counsels and as ¯ result we ere
proposing changes to these sections and associated findings. These changes are

Again, we encourage early submittal of your comments so that we can continue the
’ ndialogue to resolve issues of concern.
U

.s~ ~o..~.~..._%. ~._._y q~;.,o..., ~lea. ca,, ma .t (213) 2.-7515, or ..y Of ~. ~,~a,u =,a. -~m~r:: w~nnie Jesena, (213) 2.-7594; Xavier Swamikannu. (2131 2t~. n
7592; or Cados Urrunaga, (213) 266-7598. " " "--- U

CATHERINE "I~’R/~LL
Assistant Execubve Officer

Enclosure: Revisions to the 5/23/96 TentaUve Pemdt
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State of California
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

LOS ANGELES REGION

REVISIONS TO THE 5/23/96 LA COUNTY STORM WATER TENTATIVE PERMIT

RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONR

1. Chan_oe FINDINGS 28 and 29 ~’oa_oe ~ to

28, The objective of this Order is to protect the beneficlaluses of receiving waters In Los
Angeles County. To meet this objective, this Order requires implementation of BMPI
intended to reduce pollutants in sturm water and urban runoff such that ultimately their
discharge will neither cause violations of water quality objectives nor create cortditiottl
of nuisance in r~eivtng waters,

29. The Regional Board recognizes the challenges unique to regulating stornt wst~
discharges through mutt~pal storm sewer systems, including intermittent and variable
nature of discharges, difficulties in monitoring, and limited physical control over the
discharge, will require Klequate time to Iml:dement and evaluate the effectiveness of
best management pract~es required in this Order and to determine whether Ittey will

The water quality objectives and water quality standards contained in the Basin PI~ Water
Quality Control Plan. Los ,~3eles Region: Basin Plan for the Coastal Waterzhed= of
Angeles and Ventura Countie=, California Regional Water Qua/ity Control Board, Los
Angeles Region. Monterey Park, 1994). and amendments thereto, shall serve as Receivi~
Water Umitatk~ne for discharges covered under this Order. It is the purpose of this Order
that the discharge of storm water, or non-storm water, from ¯ municipal separate storm
sewer system (MS4) fix which ¯ Permittee is responsible not cause nuisance, co~n, uing
or recurring impairment of beneficial uses. or exceedances of water quality object~/es in the

Timely and complete implementation by ¯ Permittee of the storm water management
programs prescribed in this Order shall satisfy the requirements of this se<dJo~ aM
constitute compliance with mcaiving water limitations. However, if the Integrated Reosivi~
Waters Impact Report required in ltds Order (Section VII.D.) and/or other available
information show that discharges authorized under this Order still cause or conth’bute to the¥impairment of the benef’~al uses or exceed¯noes of water quality objectives, Permittees.
as part of their Report of Waste Discharge for the renewal of this Order, shall submit revised
storm water management programs that are watershed-specific and wE increase
likelihood of ixeventing future exceed¯rices of water qual’dy objectives.

1 6/17/96
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Revisions to the LA County Storm Water Tentat~e Permit
Order No. 96-XXX CAS614001

3. The above changes in Receiving Water Limitations is accompanied by ¯ change in Annual
Program Report. Part VII.A.2.b. (page 58) to mad:

A summary of program sccom~ishments and self assessments of sbltegy
effectiveness (including how the Permitlee arrived at new program elements, if
any) by each Permit~ee. organized by Watershed Management Areas. in the
areas of (i) Program Management; (it) Illicit Connections/Discharges; (iiO
Development Planning/Construction; (iv) Public Agency;. (v) Publ~
Education/Public Participation.

4. Change Part VII.D. Receivin_o Water Im_~acts Re_oort (page..~& 60) to mad:

The Principal Permittee shall, not later tha(~ 54.~onths after ¯dootlon of thl~
Order, prepare and submit ¯n Integrated Re~,,~ng Water Impacts Repod. The
report shall include, but not be limited to, a comprehensive analysis of lhe r~
resufls of the different monitoring data (land use, mass emission, critical source,
load assessment, receiving waters, and other pertinent studies available), and ~
feasible environmental indicators. It shall also include recommendations on
future monitoring requirements, e.g., integration of storm water mcelvlog water
monitoring with regional receiving water monitoring, if applicable. This report
will be ¯n integral part of the Report of Waste Discharge for the renewal of this.I. I
Order. (,J

ADMINISTRAT]V~ REVILC~NA

5. Chanoe Pad 2.I.G. Administrative Review pages 21 and 22 to read:

G. Adminlstmtive ReviewT                                                    ..

The administrative review process formalizes the procedure for review and ]"
acceptance of reports and documents submitted to the Regional Board under
this Order. In addition, it provides ¯ method to resolve any differences
compliance expectatk)ns between the Regional Board and PermJttees prior to V
in,sting enforcement acaon.

water program documents, Including progress reports, guidelines E1. Storm
checklists, BMPs, databases, program summaries, and implernental~)n
and compliance schedules, developed by the Principal Permittee or ¯         b---.-o~
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~,~ ~Revis;°nSNo. to96.xxxthe LA County Storm Water Tentativ~ Permit
CAS614001 O

Permitlee under the provisions of this Order shall be submitted to the            L

Regional Board.

a. For documents that require Executive Officer’s approval, the
Executive Officer will notify the Principal Permittee and/or Pen~ittee
of the results of the review and approval or disapproval within 120            Q
days. If the Executive Officer has not responded within 120 days
following submittal, the Permitlee shall notify the Regional Board and
interes.ted parties of its intent to implement the program components ,,/
as submitted. If after 10 days the Executive Officer has not//
responded, the Permittee will implement the submitted program and/’/
the Executive Officer may not make modif’~’.ations thereof.       ~’

b. Documents that require formal Regional Board approval will undergo
public review and comment before Board �onsideration at m publl~

2. If the Executive Officer determines that a Permittse’s storm water program ~"
~s insufficient to meet the provisions of this Order. the Executive Officer ~ ~ "

" shall send a "Notice of Intent to Meet and Confer (NIMC)" to the.~J

~-r~~~
---. Permittee, with specif’~ information in support of the determination. The

NIMC shall include a time frame by which the PermJttee must meet ~ ’~T
Regional Board staff.J.,                                                 U

Note: Subsequent provisions under Admlnist~tive Review remain the T" neama as in the 5/23/96 tentative..a.
UA .

3                                    6/17/98-                ’ ........ ";
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June 17, 1996

Mr. Rufus C. Young, Jr.
Burke, ~llian’~. &
611 West Sixth Street, Suite 2500
Los Angeles, CA 90017

REGARDING "~NTATWE WAST~ DISCN~RGE REQUIREMENTS FOR MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER AND URBAN RUNOFF DISCHARGES WITHIN THE COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES

~ We have received your letter dated June 5, 1996 requesting, pursuant to the California .
Public Records ACt, review of enun’~rat~l d~uments concaming the d~lepment ~
provisions of the Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit for Los Angeles County. Staff         F ’ "

~ b preparing a written response to your request, and it will be provided el soon N
possible after our scheduled workshop of June 18, 1996. However, in the meantime, n
please contact Carlos Urrunaga of my staff to arrange a visit to review available
documents at (2131 266-7598. U

If you have any other questions or comments please feel free to call me directly at (213)
¯ 266-7510. If the questions or comments fall into the legal realm, please call Jorge Lebn, U
.. the Regional Board Senior Attorney at (g16) 657-2428.

..~ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env. U

i cc: jorge Lebn, Office of the Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
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May 23, 1~

Ms, J.P. EIIman, President
Board of Public Works
City of Lo~ Angeles
200 North Spring Slrae(
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: USE OF CITY OF LOS ANGELES BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS HEARING ROOM FOR
A PUBLIC WORKSHOP ON JUNE t8, 1996

On June 18, 1996. the California Regional Water Quality Conlrol Board, LOS Angeles Region, will
be holding a public workshop. The main topic on the agenda il to discuss i~sue$ concerning ¯
ston, n water discharge permit for the municipalities of Los Angeles County. The audience
expected to be officials rel:xesenting the municipalities in Lol Angeles County, federal ¯rid state
agencies, and memberl of the business community and public in Lol Angeles County. To~I
attendance is expacted to be 200 people, which our offices cannol accommodate. It is for
lack of space at our offices that we request the use of the City of Los Angeles Board of ~

~n

Works hearing room for Tuesday, June 18, 1996. The room has already been tentatively
reserved for us by ataff of the Stotmwater Management Divilk:m. Thil letter il to confirm the
re~ervatioR

The punic workshop will begin ~t 9 am and may continue until 4 pro. Visual equipment consisting
of a separate slide and overhead projector will be provided by our office. However, we request
the use of the following City equipment:

¯ A projection screen for the slide and overhead projectom,
¯ Microphones and amplification for the speakers and ~idiem~.

JPlease advise us of any requirements that will be placed upon the State for the use of the headng

ff any further information i~ needed please call me at (2131 266-7510 or have your staff �ontact
Carlos Urtunaga at (2131 266-7598.
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meetings with watershed �ommittees, two meetings with stakeholder a~omeys, and numerous
meetings with individual city representatives, involving many more players than is typically the
~ with an NPDES permit renewal. Working with the advisory �ommitlee’s input, staff floated
a first partial draft permit in September 199:5. A first full draft was disthbuted for comments in
D~cember, 199~.

Besides the cities and the County, other Ice,/players have been actively involved in the permit
review process: California Restaurant Association, Western Sta,es Petroleum Association. the
Building Industry Association, and ¯ law firm which represems ~)out ¯ quarter ot" ~he
municipalities in Los Angeles County. These. groups worked very productively with ~he Regional
Bo~d staff and other stakeholders to develop language for issues raised on ~he December dr~

The key issues r~ised during the public review of the December draft are summmized below
along with ¯ d~scussion of their resolution in the ~nclosed tentative I~,rmiL



adoption. For example, a s~/rofoam cup floating down the LA. P,.iver alter a storm, could be
construed as violating the narrative limit which s~ates: "No floatable materials shall be observed’.
The revised permit contains i~nguage that measures compliance in tetras of reasonable further
progress implementing the permit requirements. In other words, it" a city is implementing the
permit in a greely fashion, i! would be considered in .compliance with the permit, even if
fioatable materials appeared in the LA. K/vet a~er a storm.

4) Business and public parliclpatlon on permiltee advisor~ commitlee - The December dr~t
calls for an Executive Advisory Commitlee (EAC). made up of u cross section of permittees, Io
work with the lead perminee (Los Angeles Count.) in devising ]3E[Ps. model programs, etc. 1I
designates a Regional Board, industry, and environmental representative as non-voting members
of the �ommi~ee. Many cities indicated that they do not want the permit to designale an
executive advisory �omminee. Or if such a �ommi,ee is designated in the permit, man), cities
voiced opposition to designating non-city members. The solution proposed in the latest dra.rl is
to address the existence of the EAC in the Permit Findings, reinforcin8 its usefulness u ¯
coordinating mechanism, but, in the text of the permit, indicate that the principal perminee must
consult with permittees rather than speci£ying that they mus~ consul! with the EAC. Public and
business sector involvement in developing programs before they are finalized and submitted to
the Regional Board is strongly encouraged. The Count/, ~s principal permittee, must distribute
programs developed by the county to a full mailing list of interested panics at the same lime lhey
are sent Io the Regional Board. The Regional Board will not approve the programs until a forty,
five day review period is completed. This approach provides greater flexibility for the principal
perminee to consult either with the EAC or with any other combination of permittees broughl
together on specific aspects of the permit, it also provides t’or public review and input.

;5) Schedule for implementalion . The December draJ’l contained the first comprehensive
schedule of implementation dates. Cities raised issues regarding the feasibility of’ implememing
programs on the schedule presented. For instance, the December dralt called for perminees lo
provide information on resources allocated to storm water management within 30 days of budget
¯ doption. Based on comments from the County and others, that schedule hu been modified so
that cities have 60 days from budget adoption to provide appropriate information to the principal
perminee. Timelines have been revised in the draft lenmtive.

Alternallve Permit

On April 2:5, 1996, the P, egional Board received an "alternative countywide storm waler
management program" proposal from the EAC. Although developed through clitTeren! charnels,
¯ review of the program matrix attached to the proposal demonstrates ¯ s/tong correlation lo the
enclosed tentative permit. The introduction makes reference to adopting ¯ shorler permit as in
other pans of Cali£ornia. It is important to note th~ other areas with very brief permits have
already developed voluminous countywide and/or watershed specific management plans in IEeir
applications. In those cases, the permits simply dire�! their implementation. Since developmenl
of these specific programs clid not previously occur in Los Angeles County, the permit contains
a greater amount of detail. None-the-less, the substance is essentially the same.
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With the ~anges to the permit described above, along with reduced �osts to permit~ees other than
the principal permi,ee for monitoring and reporting, and with the possibiliD, of’ ¯ share in fees
for construction inspections, lhe �osls to cities have been reduced si~nificanll7. A more
detailed analysis of’ costs is planned for completion by the June workshop. To accomplish
task, we ~re gatherin8 data f.rom municipalities relative to the cost of implementation.
Discussions between Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project (SMBRJ)) staff" and municipali~es
in that watershed have demonstrated that few cities have a bre~kdow~ of’ costs by permit task,
except f.or the oily of. ].,os Angeles. However, the San Gabriel Valley Council of. Governments
has completed a permit cost survey which could form the basis of’ comp~rlson, particularly for
small cities. We have requested a copy of the permil cost survey but have not yet received it.
Receiving i! soon will be critical to accomplishing a usef’ul analysis. We ~re also asking USEPA
Io provide us with an assessment of’ any significant d~fferences bearing on costs in the revised
permil requirements �omp~ed to those of’ Orange County and Sam¯ Clara Counly.

]n �losing, ] wine Io encourage your early communication with Board staff to �lari~y any i~sue$
you may have. To guide understanding of’ the permit, the SMBR.P Walershed Council established
a group of’ elected o~cials and communications experts to develop additional user-friendly
materials on the permit. The S]~,~P,.P will soon be sendin8 to each city council, under sept¯re
�over, ¯ video introduction to [he permit and a brief, permit summ~’y.

] trust you will find the dr¯fl lent¯tire permit responsive to your comments, and look forw~d
your help in finalizing the permit which will serve as the blueprint for storm w¯ter and urb~l
runoff protection in Los Angeles Counly. Should y~u have any questions, please call me ¯t (215)
266-?$]S. The senior engineer on this permit is ~mnie Jesena. She may be reached at (215)
266-?594. The staff person most knowledBeable about the dermis of. the permit is
Urrunaga and he may be reached at (2]3) 266-?~95. Wri~len comments on the permit should be
directed to his attention.

Sincerely,

Assistant Executive Ol~

Enclosures:
I) Response to Commants
2) Revised Draft Tentative Permit
3) legal Memo
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V
State of California

O
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

LOS ANGELES REGION

" L
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED°

ON THE
DECEMBER 18, 11)95 DRAFT

NPDES PERMIT
FOR                                              9

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER AND URBAN RUNOFF DISCHARGES
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I.    Findings
1

II, Receiving Water LimitetJo~

III. Program Management
4IV. Ilticit Discharges/Connections

V. IndustdaVCommercild
21

VI. Development/Construction
28

VII. Public Agency Acllvitles

VIII. Public Information/Participation

M n dng
41

43
X. Program Ev~luation/Reportino

47
XI. General Comment=

49             ;

See also responses to legal comments by the Regional Board Counsel (in the
memorandum dated Apdl 17, 11)96).
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VIII.       PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC INFORMATION AND PARTICIPATN3N                              :

COMMENTING AGENCIES
COMMI£NTS ~ ~
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CAUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

FACTSHEET
FOR

ORDER NO. 96-XXX
(NPDES NO. CAS614001)

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENT8
FOR

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER AND URBAN RUNOFF DISCHARGES
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Public Notice No.

PERMITTEE8: County of Lo~ Angeles and 85 Cities in the County (See

DISCHARGE AREA: Cities and incorpor~ed area~ in the County of Lc~ Ar~ele~ under
the jur~dicbon of th~ CaMomia Regh~n~l Water Quality Contr~
Board. Lo~ Angeles Region (See Attachment B, Map of the
Permitted Area in Lo~ Angeles County).

DISCHARGES: Stone Water ~nd Urben RunMf

RECEMNG WATERS: Santa Mo~ica Bay, Lo~ AnOeles Harbor, Long Beach Harbor, San
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¯ y
F~ctsheet for Los ,~geles ~

OMunicipal Storm Water Permit ~’A
Order No, g6-xxx (NPDES NO. CAS614001)

I. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT OPPORTUNITIES

A. Public Comment Pe~_,~

Regional Board staff requests written comments on ~he tentative waste discharge
requirements (permit) by June 26, 1996. This Will give staff l~me to review and consider
the comments, respond to them, and/or resolve major ~ues rx’~or to the Regional Board
�onsiclerat~,on of the tentative permit.

Written �ommer~ ~ould be ~:klretsed

California Regional Water Quali~y Control Board. Los Angele~ Regioft
101 Centre Pl~za Dr~ve
Monterey Pad~, CA 017~4

Time: 9:30 ~.m.

~: Los ,~a~eles CRy H~
Board of Public Wodm I-leering Room

Los Angeles.

N the workshop. Regional Board
permit. The public will have
Regional Board staff membem concerning the propoaed permit. Thi~
proce~.
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Municipal Storm Water Permil                         (NPDES NO.
CAS614001)Order No. 96-xxx

The tentative permit is scheduled for the Regional Board’s consideration, during ¯ public
hearing on the following date, time, and

Date: July 15, 199~

Time: 9:00

Location: County of Los Angeles
Board of Supervisors Heartng Room
Corner of South Grand Avenue and West Teml~e Sleet
Los Angeles, Californ~

Interested persons ere Invited to attsnd.

At the public hearing, Regional Board staff will once again explain the need for and
requirements of the permit. Then an opportunity for formal public comment will

,,...,, ,o ,o o,during the publm heanng unless directed by the Board. The Board will hear ¯ny testimony
pertinent to the waste �l=scharges and the tentative waste discharge requirements. Oral
statements will be heard; however, for accuracy of Ihe record, all important testimony

D. Inform.tlon .rid Convi _~-_

Person~ wishing furl~’~er information may write to the above
Urrunaga (213) 266-7598. Copies of the application, proposed waste discharge
requirements, and other documents are available at t~e Regional Board .office for
inspection and copying by appointment Icheduled between the houri of 10:00 ¯;m. and
4:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday (excluding holidays).

E. Re~_ later of ,nt~restad Pmm,,,~.

Any person interested in being placed in the mailing list for information regarding this
permit should whte to the Regional Board. Attention: Carlos Urnmag¯.

R0031846
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V
Mun~pal Stonn Water Permit

(NPDES NO. CAS~14001)Order No. 96-xxx

II. BACKGROUND

A. The Storm Water Problem

Storm water runoff is acknowledged as ¯ source of pollution that can damage
Important water resources, tnduding streams, lakes, estuaries ¯rid wetlands, and
ground water. Many recent studies have shown that runoff from urban areas
typically contains significant quant=tles of the same general tyPes of pollutants that
are found in wastewatar and industrial discharges and often causes similar water
Quality problems. These pollutants include heavy metals (e.g., chromium,
cadmium, copper, lesd, mercury, nickel, zinc), Pesticides, herbicides, nutfler~,
beclerla, and synthe~ organic compounds such es fuels, waste oil=, solvents,
~l~:~nts. and grease.

In addition, the large ImPervious surfaces in urban areas increase the quantity and
peak flow= of runoff, which in turn cause hydrologic impacts such as ~:x)ured

Tstreambed channels, instream sedimentation, and loss of habitat. Furthermore,
because of the enormous volume of runoff discharges, re¯s= loads of pollutants

There ere multiple of pollution sources that �ontaminate stormwater, Including land
use activities, operation and maintenance activities, illicit discharges and spills,
atmospher~ deposition, ¯nd vehicular tre~c conditions. Many of these sourcesare not under the direct control of the Permittaes that own or operate the storm T

sewers. Impacts from storm water are highly site-specific and vary due to
Udifferences in local land use conditions geography, hydrologic conditions, and the

type of receiving water.

[S°urce: Guidance Manual for the Preparatio~ of Part 2 of the NPDES PermltA
Applications for Discharges from Municil~l Separate Storm Sewer Systems. Urdted
States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)# 833-B-g2-002, 1992|.

T
B. Clean Water Act Amendments of 1987 end Su_h~__--Juent Ru;;,-;;akinn ~,-

.a~’nendments to the Clean Water Act (CWA) in 1987 estab/ished new statutory V
requirements to control indus~al and municipal stormwater discharges to waters
of the United States [CWA Section 402 (p)]. The amendments require NPDESPermits for storm water discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems E
(MS4s) to waters of the United States. Section 402(p)(3)(S) requires that permit
for MS4s:....’(i) may be issued on a system- or jurisdiction-wide basis; (’,’) shall
include a requirement to effectively prohibit non-storm water discharges into the .......

4                     5/23/96
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Factsheet for Los Angeles P.4unly
~ Municipal Storm Water Permit

(NPDES NO. CAS614001)Order No. 96-xxx

storm sewers; and (iii) shall re<luCre controls to reduce the discharge of pollutants
to the maximum extent pract~cabie, in~Jud~ng management practices, control
techniques and systema, design and engineering methods, and such other
provisions as the Administrator or the State determines ippropdate for the control
of luc.~ Ix~lutants,-

On November 16, 1990, puriuant to Section 402(p) of the CWA, the USEPA
promulgated 40 Code of Regulations (CFR) Part 122.26 which e~tablished
requirements for atorm water d,$chargea under the NPDES program. The
regulations recognize that certain categories of non-storm water dtacharge$ may
not be Ixohibited if they have been determined to be not aignifP...ant

C. State Storm Water

TO flcilitate �ompliance with federal regulations, in 1992 the Slate Water
Resources Contro~ Board (State Board) issued two atatewide general NPDES
permits: one for storm water from industrial sites [NPDES No. CAS000001,
General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (GIASP)| end the other for stoml
water from �onstruction sites |NPDES No. CAS000002, General
Activity Storm Water Permit (GCASP)|. "Industrial Activities’, as defined in 40

erea of five acres or more are required to obtain individual NPOES permits for
storm water discharges, or be covered by these alatewide general permits by

The State Board adopted a dual armual fee ~nJctura for industrial flcilit~l and
construction ~te$ covered by these two general permits. IndusVial facilities and
construction I~tel located in jurisdictions w~th a Mun~pal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) permit are au~ect to ¯ lower annual fee ($250) than those located
in jurisd~:bons without a MS4 permit ($500). The intent of the dual fee Ib’uclur~
was to allow Permittee$ to recover the annual fee d~erential or po~lion thereof if
necessary to support the MS4 program arid also provide some over~ghl

D. P~rmlttin~_ .i,ekm~_

The propo~d permit wi, be i~ued by the Ge~omia Regional Water

The Federal Clean Water Act allow~ the USEPA to delegate its NPDES pe~mitl~g
authority to the states with an approved environmental regulatory program. The

R0031848
I



V
Factsheet for Los Angeles County

~ OMunicipal Storm Water Permit
(NPDES NO. CAS614001)Order No. 96-xxx

L

State of California is one of the delegated states. The Porter-Cologne Act
(California Water Code) iuthorize! the State Board. through its Regional Boards,
to regulate and control the Cscharge of po~danta into waters of the State ~
tributaries thereto.

Az a delegated State, pursuant to Section 510 of the CWA and 40 CFR Part
123.25, the State may impose more stringent requirements necessary to
implement water quality �ontrol plans for the protection of beneficial ~ of
receiv0ng water, and/or to prevent nuisenoe.

THE COUNTYWIDE MUNICIPAL STORM WATER/URBAN RUNOFF PERMIT FOR THE
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

A. Order No. ~)-079 ~NPDES Pem~lt No. CA00~t~__ut

To comply with the CW.A mandate, the Los Angeles Regional Board Issued the
first storm water permit (Order No. 90079) on June 18. 1990, to the municipalities

of Los Angeles, the Regional Board ~opted a countywide approach in permitting
storm water and urban runoff discharges. The County of Los Angeles has been
designated as Principal Permittee under that permit. As Principal Permittee, the
County is responsible for the general ~dministration of the permit and facilitate
cooperation among Permitl..

B.    Ra~rt of Waste Dischame fROWO| and th~ R;;-.~.;~I ~;.    ¯_ _         _                           -_-.-_- _--- --

On December 21, 1994, the County of Los Angeles in coordination w~th 85 cles
subm~ted a Report of Waste D~scharge m an application for renewal of the 1990

in permit, Regional Board staff worked with I committee of
stakeholders (known as the "negotiating group’) comprised of representatives of
Permittees and environmental groups. The negotiating group was convened in
early 1995 and met two to three times a month through the fall of 1995 to identify
areas of agreements, narrow areas of di.gmements, and develop language for V
the renewal permR. In September 1995, a parbal dralt of the permit was
distributed for comments to the Permitttees, environmental groups, and other
interested business organizations. A number of issues were raised in the
comments, which Regional Board staff considered..~ �omplete dra/t of the permit
was dis~buted for comments in December 1995. Regional Board staff received
a large number of comments from the Permittees, environmental groups, business

6 5/23/96
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Factsheet for Los Angeles County
Municipal Storm Water Permit (NPDES NO. CAS614001)Order No. 96-xxx
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Factsheet for Los Angeles County
MuniOpal Storm Water Permit                          (NPDES NO. CAS614001)

the watershed is loca~ed in Venture County and is regulated ~ ~he
Ventura County permit. Successful management of the entire
needs coord;natJon among the CW of Santa Clahta, the CouNy (4 Los
Angeles, and Ventura County in developing and iml:dern~ltJng
water management p~n for the watershed.

BENEFICIAL USES AND CONDmON OF RECEMNG WATER8

The major receiving water bod~es in the permitted area m:

¯ Santa Monlca Bay
¯ MalJbu Creek
¯ Ballona Creek
¯ Los Angeles I~er/Lo~ Beach ~
¯ San Gal)hel River/Long Beach ~

¯ San Pedro Bay
¯ Santa Clem River

The Regional Beard adopted an updated Water Quality Contr~ Plan (Basin Plan)
for the Los Angeles Ragion on June 13, 1994. The Basin Plan spec~r~s the
beneficial uses of roco~nn9 waters and contains both narrativ~ and
water quality ot~ec~ves fo~ t~ receiving waters in tl~ County of Los Angeles.

The benefi~al uses of water bodies in the County of Los Angeles include:
municipal and domesti� supl~y, agricultural supply, industrial serv~e
industrial process suR:dy, ground water recharge, freshwater replenishme~
navigation, I~yclropower generation, water contac~ recreat~n, non-contact water
recreation, ocean commercial and aport fishing, warm fi’eshwater ~ �okl
freshwater habitat, preservat)on of Areas of Speciel Biological S~gn~’~’~:e. saline
water habitat, w~ldJife habitat, preservation of rare and endangered specks, marine
bah*tat, fish migration, fis~ sl:~wning, and shellfish hervestJn9.

Condition of the R~�~lvin~_

Periodic Water Quality Assessments (latest report dated Apn] 18, 1996) conduct~
by the Regional Board idenbfled impairment of a number of water bod~s
Angeles County. ~ beneficial uses of these water bodies are either knpaired
threatened to be impaired. PoJlutants found c~using impairment ~ heavy
metals, coliform, anterk: viruses, post~.~des, nut~nts. Ix~ycyclk: m-omatJc

9 5r23~
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¯ V
Factsheet for Los .a~geles Co.try
Municipal Storm Water Permit (NPDES NO. CAS614001)Order No. 96-x:xx

hydrocarbons, pot/chlorinated biphenyls, organic solvents, ledimentl, trash,
debris, algae, scum, and odor.

An epidemiologicel study [An Epkiemio/ogica/Study of Possib/e Adverse Hea/th
Effects of Swimming in Santa Mortice Bay, Santa Monica Bay Restoration ProJec~
(SMBRP), May 1996] conducted during the summer of 1995 for the SMBRP
demonstrated that there is an increased risk of ~Jte illnesses ~ by
swimming near flowing storm drain outlets in Santa Mordca Bay.

Previous Investigations conducted for the SMBRP (an Assessment of Inputs of
Fecal Indicator Organisms and Human Enteric Viruses from Two Santa Motdce
Storm Drains, SMBRP, 1990; Storm Drains as a Source of Suff Zones Bacterial
Indicators and Human Enteric Viruses to Santa Mortice Bay, SMBRP, 1991;
Pathogens and Indicators in Storm Drains ~wthin the Santa Monicl Bey
Watershed, SMBRP, 1992) ahowed pathogens were detected in summer ruN)fiat
four ItOrm drain Iocationl. Likely sources of pathogen contamination Include ~lic#
~wer �onnections to the storm drains, Making sewer lines, malfunctioning aeptk:

Additional potential sources of human pathogens in neamhore watem include
sewage overllow= into storm drains, Imall boats waste discharges, and bathetl

AJthough the foregoing studies were done on the Santa Monica Bay, the results

The Regional Board therefore considers storm waterlurban runoff discharges to be
"ignificant sources of pollutants that may be "using’ threatening t° "use’ °r
contributing to the impairment of the water quality and beneficial uses of the
receiving water bodies in Los Angeles County. and as such need to be regulated.

VI. PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

Authortzed Dlschames and Discha _me Prohibltkm-

Perm~ees to the water of the Stare.

Since munidpal separate storm sewers ceny storm water and other flows, this
permit authorizes the discharge of storm water commingled w~h other urban runoff
spacified in this permit. Industsial process wastewator and non-process
wastewater are non-storm water discharges end cannot be authorized under this
permit because of the requirement in Section 402(p)(3)(B)(ii) of



R0031854

I



-. V
MuniOpal Storm Water Permit (NPDES NO. CAS814001) XOrder No. g6-xxx

discharge, will require adequate time to Implement end evaluate the effectiveness
of best management practices and to determine whethe~ they will adequately
protect the receiving water. Therefore. this Order Inch.ides ¯ procedure for
determining whether storm water discharges are causing continuing end recurring
exceedences of receiving water limitations and for evaluabng whether the storm
water management program must be revised. The Permitteel will be in
compliance w~h the Receiving Water Limitations Io ~ =l they comply with that

Storm Water Menap~’nent Prec,_ ram

A= a functional equivalent of meeting the ,receiving water limitation=, the permittae~
are required to implement I �omprehensive pollution prevention end
programs. A= required by CWA Section 402(p)(3)(B), the SWMP mutt inckMe
controls necessary to reduce the discharge of pollutant= from the MS4 to the
Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP). Controls required under the SWMP �on=lst IP1"I
of ¯ combination of best management practices, controt tectmiquee, syltem �leligfl
end engineering methods. The vahous components of the SWMP, taken el ¯
whole (rather than indwidually), are expected to be sufficient to meet this standard 1~,
end attain the objectives of the Basin Plan, The Permittees may be required to
update the SWMP periodically to ensure conformance with the statutory ’~T

Urequirement= of CWA ,~¢tion 402(p)(3)(B).

following areas which were bared on the requirement= of 40 CFR Part 122.26:

2.    Development planning and con=tmctk~;
A U

The objectives of the foregoing program component= requited are ditcut=ed in the 1"
enc~ceed "Response to Comment=’.

The requirement= of Section 6217(g) of the Coastal Zone Act Reauthortzation
Amendment= of 1990 (CZARA) were also considered in this permit. CZARA~/’                  ,:
requires coastal states with approved coastal zone management programs to
address nonpoint pollution impacting or threatening �oastal water quality.
Pursuant to CZARA, USEPA issued Guidance Specifying Management Measures
For Sources of Nonpoint Pollution In Coastal Waters, 1993 (EPA.-840-B-92-002).
The guidance focuses on five major categories of nonpoint source, s that impair or    .

12                    5/23/96
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threaten coastal waters nafionalh/: (=) ~gdcultural runoff; (b) li~l runo~, (�)
urban runoff (inc~ucling developing and developed Irel$); (d) madna$ and
recreational boating; and (e) hydromodification. This permit includes management
measures for pollution from urban P, JnOff and marinas, thus, It IXOvk~= the
functional equivalence for �om~mnce wffh CZARA in these two m.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

ORDER NO. 96-XXX
(NPDES NO. CAS614001)

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS
FOR

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER AND URBAN RUNOFF DISCHARGES
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

The California Regional Water Oualey Control Board, Los Angeles Region (hereinafter referred
tO el the Regional Board). tinds:

Existir~_ Permit and Report of Waste Dtschar~,~

1. The County of Los Angeles and 85 incorporated cities within the County of Los Angeles
(see Attachment A, List of Perrnittees). hereinafter referred to as Permittees, dischar0e Or
contribute to discharges Of storm water and urban runoff from municipal separate storm
sewer systems (MS4s), also called Itorrn drain systems, and water courses within the
County of Los Angeles into receNJng waters of the Los Angele~ Basin under countywide
waste discharge requirements contained in Order No. 90-079 Idol)ted by this Regionel
Board on June 18, 1990. That Order also sentes el i National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit (CA0061654).

2. On December 21, 1994, the Permlttees submitted I Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD)
is an application for re-issuance of waste discharge requirements and I NPDES permit.

Nature of Discham_es and So _ur~__ of P~llutanlp

runoff (non-storm water end storm water) from various3. discharges consist aurface
land uses in all the hydrologic drainage basins that discharge into water bodies in Los
Angeles County. The quality and quant~y of these discharges vary considerably and ere
affected by the hydrology, geology, and land use characteristics of the watersheds; seasonal
weather patterns; and frequency and duration of storm ewnts.

4. Studies have shown that storm water runoff from urban and iridustdal areas typically
contains the same general types of pollutants that are often found in wastewater in industrial
discharges. Pollutants commonly found in storm water runoff include heavy metals,
pesticides, herbick:les, and synthetic organic compounds such as fuels, waste oils, solvents,
lubricants, and grease. These compounds can have damaging effects on both human
health and aquatic ecosystems. In addition to pollutants, the high volumes of storm water
discharged from MS, Is in areas of rapid urbanization have had significant impacts on
aquatic ecosystems due to physical modifications such as bank erosion and widening of
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channels. [Source: Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Part 2 of the NPDES Permit
App/icalicns for Discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems, United State=
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) # 833-B-92-002, 1992].

5. Pedodic Water Quality Assessments (latest report dated April 18. 1996) conducted by the
Regional Board identified impairment of a number of water bodies in Los Angeles County.
The beneficial uses of these water bodies are e~t~er impaired or threatened to be impaired.
Pollutants found causing impairment include: heavy metals, coliform, entedc viruses.
pesticides, nutrients, polycyc~i¢ aromatichydrocarbons, potychlorinated biphenyit, organic
~dvents, ~diments, trash, debris, algae, scum, and odor.

6. An epidemiological study [An Epidemio/ogical Study of Po,tsible Adverse Health Effects of
Swimming in Santa Monica Bay, Santa Monw~a Bay Restoration Project (SMBRP), May
1996] conducted during the summer of 1995 for the SMBRP demonstrated that there it
increased risk of acute illnesses caused by Iwimming near flowing storm drain outleta in
Santa Monica Bay.

Previoul investigations conducted for the SMBRP (4n A.~ses,.~ment of Inpuf= of Fecal
Indicator Organisms and Human Enteric Viruses from Two Santa Monica Storm Dra~
SMBRP, 1990; Storm Drains as a Source of Surf Zones Bacterial Indicalo~ and Human
Enter~ V~use$ to Santa Monica Bay. SMBRP, 1991;Pathogens and Indicator= in Storm ~,~
Drams t~thin the Santa Monica Bay Watershed. SMBRP0 1992) showed pathogens were
detected in lummer runoff at four storm �lrain locations. Likely sources of pathogen
contamination include illicit sewer connections to the storm drains, leaking sewer lines,
malfunctioning septic systems, improper waste ~ksposal by recreational vehicles, campers
or transients. Additional potential sources of human pathogens in nearshore waters include
sewage overflows into storm drains, small boats waste discharges, and bathers themselves.

Although the foregoing studies were done on the Santa Monica Bay, the results can be
extrapolated to other water Ix)die= in Los Angeles.

7. The Regional Board therefore considers storm water/urban runoff discharges to be ~
significant sources of pollutants that are causing, threatening to cause, or conthbuting to the
impairment of the water quality and beneficial uses of the receiving water bodies in Los

Coveraoe and

8. The requirements in this Order cover all areas w~in the boundaries of the �~es as wea as
unincorporated areas in Los Angeles County within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles
Regional Board except the City of Avalon. The Permittees serve a population of about 11.4
million (1990 Census of Population and Housing, Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department
of Commerce) in an area of approximately 3,100 square miles. Attachment B shows
map of the permitted area in Los Angeles County.
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9. Federal. state, or regional ent~es w~in the Permittees’ boundaries or in jurisdictions
outside the County of Los Angeles. and not currently named in this Order, may operate
storm drain facil~es and/or discharge storm water to the storm drains and watercourses
covered by this Order. The Permittees may lack legal jurisdiction over these entities under
state end federal �onstitut~ns. Consequently. the Regional Board recognizes that the
Perm~tees w~ll not be held responsible for such fa~i~es and/or discharges..

For those entitiee within the Permittees’ boundaries, the Regional Board may consider to
designate them as Permittees under this Order or issue separate NPDES permits consistent
with this Order. The Cahfomia Department of Transportation (C~ltrans). currently a Co-
Perm~ee to Order No. 90-079. sulxn~ed an ROWD on July 3. 1995. for separate waste
discharge requirements for its discharges in the County of Los Angeles and the County of
Venture. The waste discharge requirements to be issued to Caltrans will be consistent with
Ibis Order.

10. Sources of discharges into receiving waters in the ComW of Los Angelestmt in Jurisdictions

a. About 34 square miles of unincorporated areas in Venture County drain into Maiibu
Creek. thence to Santa Monies Bay.

b. About 9 square miles of the City of Thousand Oaks also drain into Maiibu Creek.~
thence to Santa Monica Bay. and

About 86 square miles of areas in Orange Cotmty drain into Coyote Creek. thence into
the S.n Gatxiel F~ver W,tershed in the County of LOS Ange,.

The Regional Board will insure that storm water management programs for the areas in
Venture County and the City of Thousand Oaks that drain into Santa Monks Bay are
consistent with the requirements of this Order. The Regional Board will coordinate with the
Santa ~ Regional Board so that storm water management programs for the areas in
Or~m .r~e County that drains into Coyote Creek are consistent w~th the requirements of thi,

the Santa Clara River Watershed, the portion of which that is located in Ventura County
is regulated under t~ municipal storm water NPDES permit for the County of Ventura
(Order No. 94-082, CAS063339). Successful management of the entire watershed needs
coordination among the City of Santa Clarita, the County of Los Angeles, and Ventura
County in developing and implementing the storm water management plan for the

. watershed.
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Bases of Waste D~scha _me Raauirerneq~

Federal Statutes and Re~_ulati~.~

12. Section 402(p) of the federal Clean Water Act (CWA). ss amended by the Water Quality ACt
of 1987. requires NPDES permits for storm water discharges from MS4s to waters of the
United States. Section 402(p)(3)(B) requires that permits for MS4s: ..... "(i) may be issued
on a system- or junsd~on-vwde basis; (ii) shall include ¯ requirement to effectively prohibit
non-storm water discharges into the storm sewers: end (iii) shall require controls to reduce
the discharge of po, utants to the maximum extent pacts.able, including management
practices, control techniques and system, design and engineering methods, and such other
provisions as the Administrator or the State determines al:X)rol:~ste for the control of such
pollutants."

13. On November 16. 1990. pursuant to Section 402(p) of the CWA. the USEPA promulgMed
40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 122.26 which established requirements for
storm water discharges under the NPOES program. The regulations recognize that certain
catagorms of non-storm water discharges may not be prohibited if they have been
determined to be not ~gnificant sources of po,utm~ts.

14. Section 6217(g) of the Coastal Zone Act Reauthorizstion Amendments of 1990 (CZARA)
requires coastal states w~th approved coastal zone marmgement programs to address
non-point pollution impacting or threatening coastal water quality. As rm:lutred by CZARA. "~T
USEPA issued Guidance Speci~/ing Managemen! Measures Fo~ Sources of Non-point
Pollution In Coastal Waters, 1993 (EPA-840-B-92-002). The guidance focuses on five major
categories of non-point sources that impair or threaten coastal waters nationally: (a)
agricultural runoff; (b) silvicultural runoff; (c) urban runoff (including developing and
developed areas); (d) marinas and recreational boating; and (e) hydromodification. ThisOrder includes management measures for pollution fr°m urben runoff and marinss’ thus’ A

it provides the functional equivalence for compliance w~th CZARA in these two

State Statutes and i:~r~i~

15. To facilitate compliance w~th federal regulations, in 1992 the State Water Resources Conb’olj"
Board (State Board) issued two statewide general NPDES permits: one for storm water from
industrial sites [NPDES No. CAS000001, General Industhal Activ~s Storm Water Permit
(GIASP)] and the other for storm water from construction sites [NPDES No. CAS000002,
General Construction Act~ty Storm Water Permit (GCASP)]. "industrial ,~::tivities’, as
defined in 40 CFR § 122.26(b)(14)(i) through (xi), and constnx:tk)n activ~es with a disturbed
area of five acres or more are required to obtain individual NPDES permits for storm water
discharges, or be covered by these statewide general permits by completing and filing a "~,
Notice of Intent w~th the State Board.
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Board adopted a dual annual fee structure for industrial ~cilit~$ ar~:l co¢lslructiorl16. State
~tes covered by the two general permits desc~bed in F~nding 15. Industrial facilities and
construction s~es located ~n jurisdictions with a MS4 permit am subject to ¯ lower annual
fee ($2.50) than those located in jurisdictions without a MS4 permit ($500). The intent of
the dual fee structure was to a,ow Perm~ees to recover the annual fee d~erential or
portion thereof if necessary to support the MS4 program and also provide some oversight
over these facilities.

17. The State of California is a delegated state under the NPDES program and, as such,
pursuant to Section 510 of the CWA and 40 CFR Part 123.25, may Impose more stringent
requirements necessary to implement water quality control plans for the protection of
beneficial uses of receiving waters and/or to prevent nuisance.

18. Califomle Water Code (CWC) Section 13263(a) requires that waste discharge requirements
issued by Regional Boards shall implement any relevant water qualW control plans that
have been adopted, shall take into consideration the beneficial uses to be protected, the
water quality objectives reasonably required for thal purpose, other waste discharges, mid
the need to prevent nuisance.

Re_aional Board Water Quality_ Control Plans and Po!__i,~--_

19. The Regional Board adopted an updaled Wafer’Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the
Los Angeles Region on June 13, 1994. The Basin Plan specifies the beneficial uses of
receiving waters and contains both narrative and numerical water quality objectives for the
receiving w~ters in the County of Los Angeles.

The beneficial uses of water bodies in the County of Los Angeles Include: municipal and
domestic supply, agricultural supply, industrial service supply, industhal process supply,
ground water recharge, freshwater replenishment, navigation, hydropower generation, water
contact recreation, non-contact water recreation, ocean commercial and sport fishing, warm
freshwater habitat, cold freshwater habitat, preservation of Areas of Special Biological
Significance, saline water habitat, wildlife habitat, preservation of rare and endangered
species, marine habitat, fish migration, fish spawning, and shellfish harvesting.

20. .eg ona, has Implement ,. Wat.rshed ..nage.,.nt to
water quality protection in the region. The objective of lhe Watershed Management
APl:Koach is to provide a comprehensive and integrated strategy towards water resource
protection, enhancement, and restoration while balancing economic and environmental "7’
impacts within a hydrologically defined drainage basin or watershed. It ernphasize~¥
cooperative relationships between regulatory agencies, the regulated community,
environmental groups, and other stakeholders in the watershed to achieve the greatest
environmental improvements with the resources available.

21. To implement the Watershed Management Approach, as well as facilitate compliance with
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this Order, the County of Los Angeles is divided ~o six Watershed Management Areas
~) as follows:

¯. Malibu Creek and Rural Santa Monk:a Bay WMA
b. Ballona Creek and Urban Santo Manic¯ Bay WMA
�. Los Angeles River WMA
d. San Gabriel River WMA

9e, Dominguez Channel/Los Angeles ~ WMA
f. Santa Clara River WMA

Attachment A. shows the list of Permittees under each Watershed Management Am¯.

22. The SMBRP developed ¯ Bay Restoration Plan to serve as ¯ blueprint fix Santa Monies
Bay’s recovery. The Plan recommends ¯ctk~-~s that the Regional Board should integrate
into the storm water permit and provides guidance to the Regional Board for the
development of ¯ strong, environmentally.~:)und storm water program.

23. The Regional Board is the enfondng ¯uthohty for the two Itatewlde general permits,
described in Finding 15, which regulates d,scherges from industrial fac~ldJes and construction ~ ~"          ..
sites, and all NPDES storm water end non-storm water permits issued by the Regional
Board. However, frequently induatn¯l end construction sites discharge directly into storm
drains and/or flood control fac~lmes owned and operated by the Permitteel or located in the

njurisdiction of the Permittees. These industrial and construction sites ire also regulated
under local laws and regulations. Therefore, ¯ coordinated effort between the Permittees ~
and the Regional Board is cribcel to evok:l dUl~.ative regulatory ectivit~s Ind promote
program efficiency.

24. The ROWD submitted by the Permitteel includes:

e. Summary of Best Management Practices (BMP) implemented;
b. Storm water management plans for the six WMAI;
c. Countywide evaluation of existing storm water quality data; lind
d. Monitoring Program.

The ROWD served as partial basis for the development of the Storm Wlter MinagerneNProgram (SWMP) requirements of this Order.                                  ~’~

25. A USEPA review of activities conducted by the automotive service sector ind’K:ates that
automotive service facilities present ¯ significant potential for the discharge of pollutants in
storm water. A compliance review of municipal pretreatment and results to date of storm
water inspection programs in California confirm the USEPA findings.
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26. Studies demonstrate that parking lots and gasoline stations ere significant sources of
pollutants in storm water (Urban Storm Water Toxic Pollution, A,tse&sment, Source& Pitt
at.el, V, 67; Resutts of Retail Gas Outlet & Commercial Parking Lot Storm Water Runoff
Study, Western States Petrole~rn Association end Ameri~n Institute, 1994; Guidance
Spec#~ng Management Measures for ~:)urces of Non-point Pollution in Coastal Waters,
USEPA. # 840-B-92-002, 1993).

27. A �ornlNiance review of reltaurantl end similar food handling facilities by municipa~
pretreatment and storm water inspection program= in Los Angeles County and the
expehence of other California MS45 programs indicate that food waste, oil and grease,
chemicals, end wash water= am sometimes d,scharged into the storm drein system.

O _b~ecfives ,,rid R~uirementt of this Ord~

28. The intent of this Order is to attain and protect the beneficial uses of receiving wetem in
County of Los Angeles. This Order. Itmmfore. Include¯ narrative Receiving Water
I.imitabons that require storm water discharges neither cause violation¯ of water quality
objectwas, cause ¯ �ondition of nuisance, nor cause water quality impairment in the

To meet the Receiving Water Llmitationl. this Order requires the implementation of BMP~
to reduce I>~lutant= in storm water to the maximum extent practicab~ with ¯ mondodng
program to asso, compliance.

29. The Regional Board finds that the urtique aspects of the regulation Of the storm wlter
discharges through municipal atorm sewer ay=tems, including intermittent �lisch¯rges. ~1"~
�lifficulbes in monitoring and limited physical control over the di~,harge, will require
adequate time to implement and evaluate the effectiveneu of best management practice=
¯ nd to determine whether they will adequately protect the receiving water. Therefore. this
Order includes ¯ procedure for cletermining wheti~r atorm water di~:harges ¯re causing
continuing and recumng exceedances of receiving water limitation¯ and for evaluating
whether the storm water management program must be revised. The Permitteas will be in

Permittee will coordinate and facilitate ¯ctivitie= nece~ry to �omply with the requirement=

management program developed pursuant to the requirament~ of this Order. and not for
the implementation of the provisions applicable to the Principal Permittee or other
Permittees. Each Permittee need only to comply with ttm requirements of this Order
applicable to discharges originating from within its boundaries and over which it il required

7 ,sr23/~
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32. In the ROWO, the Permittees proposed the formation of a countywide Executive Adviso~
Committee (EAC), and a Watershed Management Committee (WMC) for each of the VVMA=.
The EAC and the =ix WMCa are now functional.

The EAC’s main role i~ to facilitate Fograml within each watershed and to enhance
consistency among all of the programs. S=milar to the Principal Permittee, the EAC are
responsible for insuring compliance of any individual permittee with the requlrement~ of ~
Order.

The WMCI. as required in this Order, will provide the leader=hip framework to facilitate
~evelopment of the Watershed Management Area Planl and loiter �ooperation1 tmor~
Permittees.

33. The USEPA i=~md a guidance manual for lubmittal of I Part II apl:dicetio~ for MS4I
(Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Part of the NPDES Al~lications for Discharges
from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems, USEPA # 833-B-92-002, 1992). The T
manual I:m~vides the components of a municipal storm water program that will meet

34. The SWMP required in this Order builds upon lt~ foundation established in Order No. 90-
’-079, consists of the components recommended in the USEPA guidance manual, and wan

developed with the cooperation of representatives from the regulated community and
Uenvironmental groups. The SWMP includes requirements with compliance dates to provide

specificity and certainty of expectations. It also includes provisions that promote customized
initiatives, both on a countywide and watershed basil, in �leveioplng and implementing colt-
effective measures to minimize discharge of pollutants to the receiving water. The various
components of the SVVMP, taken es a whole rather than individually, are expected to reduce
pollutants in storm water and urban runoff to the maximum extent practicable.                  ..

planning, and implementation Of BMP$. Succeuful implementation of the provisions of the
SVVMP will require cooperation and coordination of all public agencies in each Permittae=’
organizatk)n, among Permittee$, and the regulated �ommunity. To minimize �ost, the
Permittees are encouraged to utilize their exiting organizational framework to implement
the various activities required in this Order.

36. As required in Order No. 90-079 and pursuant to 40 CFR Part 122.26(d)(2)(~, this Orcl~ V
’ requires Permittees to demonstrate that they possess the legal authority to implement and                   "
enforce the storm water programs within Itmir respective jurisclictJon. This legal authority
may be in the form of ordinances, permits, contracts or similar means. If Permittees decide
that the legal authority would be through ordinances, Permittees are encouraged to develop
a model ordinance for them to adopt to minimize cost and promote countywide
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37. Order 90-079 required the development and implementation of BMPI to minimize pollutants
in storm water, in 1993. the Regional Board approved 13 baseline BMPI to facilitate the
iml:)lementation of countywide minimum requirements, to encourage countywk~ consistency,
and provide a minimum measure of progress. These BMPI were selected from Permittses’
MS4 programs. Twelve of these 13 BMPs have been incorporated into this Order:. e) Catch
basin labeling; b) Public illicit discharges reporting; c) Construction storm water ordinance;
d) Public education and outreach; e) Catch basin cleanout; f) Roadside trash receptacles;
g) Street sweeping; h) Proper disposal of I~er, lawn clippings, pet feces; t) Removal of dirt,
rubbish and debris at homes and businesses; j) Oil. glass, and plastics recycling; k) Proper
disposal of household hazardous Wastes; end I) Proper water use end �onservation. The
thirteenth BMP (inspections of vehicle repair shops, vehicle body Ihops, vehicle parts and
accessorms, gasoline stations, and restaurants) has been changed to educational site visits.

38. Each Permitlee owns/operates facilities end/or enters into contracts with outside parties to
carry out activities within its jurisdiction that may impact storm .water quality, Em:h
Permittee. under this Order is required to implement BMPs to reduce pollutant dischargel
from these ~c~vit~es/fac~lities.

39. This Order provides the flexibility for the Permlttees to petition the Regional Board Executive
Officer to substitute a BMP or requirement under the SWMP with an alternative BMP, if they
can provide information and documentation on the effectiveness of the alternative, equal to
or greater than the prescribed BMP in meeting the objectives of this O~lar.

l:nf~r~man, Actlons under the Existin_o Order ~90.07,,

40. Pursuant to CWA Section 505, the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) filed ¯
lawsuit with the Federal District Court, Central District of California, ogainst caltrane and
some other Permittees for noncompliance with the requirements of Order No. 90-079. The
court ruled in NRDC vs. Caltrans (C.D. Cal. 1994) that the Director of C¯ltrans has not
substantially complied with Order No. 90-079. In the ruling, the Court stated ttmt in order
to reduce pollutants to the maximum extent practicable, a Permittee must evaluate and
Implement ell applicable BMPs, except where: ¯) other effective BMPs will achieve greater
or substantially similar pollution control benefits; b) the BMP is not technically feasible; or
c) the cost of BMP implementation greatly outweighs the pollution control benefds.

entered in court which recluire the defendants to implement storm water pollution control
measures or conduct storm water monitoring.

41. The Regional Board will provide the Pdncipel Permittee with an updated list of NPDES J~J
permits on a quarterly basis through the Regional Board’s electronic bulletin board which
may be accessed at (213) 266.7663, or other available methods, for use by each Permittee

9 5/23/96
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"r
toidentify permitted sources of active non-storm water discharges into the MS4.

L
42. This action to adopt and issue waste discharge requirements and a NPDE$ permit is

exeml~ from the provis~ons of the California Environmental Qual~y Act; Chapter 3
(commencing with Section 21100) of Division 13 of the Public Resources Code in
¯ ccordance with Section 13389 of the California Water Code.                                 ~

43, The Regional Board will notify interested ~gencles and interested persons of the availability
of reports, plans, and/or schedules of implementation submitted pursuant to the
requirements of this Order. The RegK)nRI Board will consider comments prior to taking any
action on the subm~ed documents as provided for in this Order.

44. This Order may be mod~:l or alternatively revoked or reissued prior to ~ expiration date,
in accordance w~th the procedural requirements of the federal NPDES program, and the
California Water Code and TAle 23 of the California Code of Regulations for the issuance
of waste discharge requiremente.

T
45. The Regional Board staff solided comments on lady drafts of this Order from Permittees,

representatives from PermJttees. businan m4ociations, environmental groups, end other ~." ’ .
interested persons to dis~;;uss permit requirements and resolve chticel issues. Regional "I~.T
Board staff also Iolicited feeclback from the SMBRP Oversight Committee on eady drafts
of the Orc~e. r,_a.r~, attended Permittee watershed meetings, made presentations to
~.ent orncmi,, .rid conduct, and/or participated in public workshops to heir T

~.le.m to preach..se waste, o,scnarge ...r~qu,rements and an MS4 NPDES permit for storm water
:~t~i.ra~. ?~ v~v.s~dand~~ fore public hearing and an opportunity ,oT

~Th~st .Boa..rd,. tn m public.hearing, hea.rd and considered all comments pertaining to the tentative "~"

.... ¯ .o.,scn_ar~e. r~t...u_~?_m_e.n_ts. T.h...,s order shall .s~.rve as I National Pollutant Discharge J.,-,mlna. uon.~y.smm. (NI~u.~.) P .er~. ~ pursuant to ~ect~on 402 of the federal Clean Water Act, or
ame.nomems aerate, ano snail take effect at the ertd of 15 days from the date of its adoption, ¯ 7’

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Itm County of LosAngeles and the Cities of                      Agoura Hills, J~

Bell, ~ellflower, Bell Gardens,AJhambra, Arcadia, AJlesia, Azusa, Baldwin Park, Bevedy Hills,
Bradbury, Burbank, Calabasas, Carson, Cen’itos, Covina, ¯Claremont, Commerce. Compton,

10                  s/23/~ "~"’      "
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Cudahy. Culver City. Dmmond Bar. Downey. Duarte. El Monte. El Segundo. Gardenl. Glendale.
Glendora. Hawaiian Gardens. Hawthorne. Hermosa Beach. Hidden Hills, Huntington Park.
Industry, Inglewoodl Irw~ndale, La Canada Flintndge, La Habra Heights, Lakewood. La Mireda.
La Puente. La Veme. Lawndale, Lomita, Long Beach. Los Angeles, Lynwood. Malibu, Manhattan
Beach, Maywood, Monrovia, Montebello. Monterey Park, Norwalk, Palos Verdes Estates,
Paramount. Pasadena. Pico RNera. Pomona, Rancho Palos Verdes. Redondo Beach, Rolling
Hills, Rolling Hills Estates. Rosemeod. San Dimes. San Femando, San Gabriel. San Merino,
Santa Clarita. Santa Fe Sphngs, Santa Monica. S~erra Madre. S~gnal Hill, South El Monte, South
Gate, South Pasadena. Temple C~ty. Torrance. Vernon. Walnut, West Covina. West Hollywood.
Westlake Village, and Whitt~er, in order to meet the prowsions contained in Division 7 of ~
California Water Code and regulat~ns adopted thereunder, and the provisions of the Clean Water
Act, as amended, and regulations and guidelines adopted thereunder, shall comply with
following for the areas w~thin their boundaries and subject to their regulatory Jurisdiction. in ~e
County of LOS Angeles,

m
Part 1. DISCHARGE PROHIBmONS AND RECEIVING WATER UMITATION$

"1"
L Discharge Pr~lbltkm

exceptdischargeSwhereint°suchthe municipaldischargesseparateare: storm sewer system (MS, I) and watercourses..L, ~

UA. In �ompliance wiU1 ¯ separate Individual or general NPDES permit; m’      iTS

B. Identified and in compliance w~th Part 3. Item II.C (,licit CcNlectk:)n&~schatges:
Non-storm Water Discharges). Of Ibis Order;. er

Compliance with this Order mrough ~ development and implementation Of
programs desclibed herein shall �onsb-bJte �omplmnce with this prohibition.

II. Receiving Water Umllalk)ns

The receiving water limitations are based on the water quality objectives and water V
qual~y standards applicable to receiving waters in Los Angeles County contained in
the Basin Plan (Water Quality Control Plan, Los Angeles Region: Basin Plan for the "~
Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and Venture Counties. Ca~iforrda Regional Water
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Quality Contn:d Board, Los Angeles Region, MontereyPark, 1994) and m’nefx:lrnents
thereto. A Permitlee will not be in violation of the Receiving Water Limitations so long
as they are in comp~=ance with the Storm Water Management Program Req~mment=
set forth in this Order, and the provisions in Part 1.ll.B.

A. The di~arge of llornl water or non.form water from ¯ munidpii iepireti
storm sewer =y=tem (MS4) for which the Permittee ii r~x)n=ible ~ the
term= of thi= Onler ~all not ~ause the following �onditioni to �ontinue or recur
in receiving wateri:

benefit! uses;

2. Presence of oil, grease, wax or other materials at levels that form ¯ visible
film or coiling on the water iurfmle, on objecli In the water, or at ~
ocean/=tream bottom that orem nuisence or rely ¯fled beneflci~
u~es;; 3. Presence of floating materials or suspended materials (induding ~lid~,

and ,=.,.) mat  ate re.re or

4" DepositJ°n of material’ that cause nui~nce or adversely =ffe¢~ benefidal N--;

6. Promote objectionable ~quatic growth such as ~lgae m~d slime to the
extent that cause nuilince or Idversely iffect ~ uise;

7. To~ ~,bet=r~e= to be i~sent in ~ that ¯re to= to, = ~
iql~uat~lifeOe;trimentill phyiiologicil riiponiei in human, plant, liirnll, ~l’

undesirable tastes or odor to fish I~esh or other edible aquatic resources.

or adverse effect on beneficial uses.
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B. If the Executive ~ determines that I continuing or recurring exceedanca of
¯ the receiyillg water lUtlitatiOfll hal beerl caused by discha£~ alJ~ed ulldef’

1. The Execut~e Officer will evaluate the ~lequacy of the Permittees’
impiemer,tat~on of the Storm Water Management Program (SWMP)
required in this Order based on the Permittees" submitted reports and other
reievlnt ~Iformlborl. The Executive Of~cer w~l| detef111ine if impiemerltltlorl
of the SWMP his a reasonable likelihood of p~ng future exceedlncel
of receiving water limitltJons. If the Executive Officer mikes this

program.

2. If the Executwe Officer determines thlt implement~ of the SWMP will
not hive i reasormble likelihood of preventing fulure ixceedincel ot
r~cehting water Imlitltiofls, the PerrnJtteel shill, ~ f1~ from the

i. The Exe~ Of~ may require the F~ees to submit I raped
that includes In evlluation of the relltJve ¢o~on of the Itorm
water discharges to the exceedlnce of the ~ wirer llmitlt~
The report shill address the persistence and the causes of the

~Xms by the Permi~lees to r~luca or eliminate lhe excaedenca;

reviewing the SYYMP to determine whether it should be revised ~
that there will be I reasonil:~e likelihood of primming future
exceedances of rece~ng water limitations, or whether revi~ons to
achieve compliance with rece~ng water llmital~ns am technically or
economically feasible. If the report recommends revision of the

it will hive a reasonable likelihood of .~ future excaedanoe~
of receiving water limitations. If the relx~ condude$ that no
revi~ion~ ire necesslry to achieve oomplianca ~ recaiving water
limitat~on.s, the report shall explain how implementat~ of the SWMP
will achieve �ompliance. If the report cietermill~ that r~vilioril to

economK:ally imeas,bie, the Permittoe~ ~all cont~ue to comply with
the SWMP, shall fully document this detorminat~on. Ind shall mike
recommendations for actions to achieve oompliance, including, for
example, commencement of a total mlxirnum daily load report or
revision of the Basin Plan or mitigation projects to protect benefidil

13 5/23/~
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L
c. The Permittees shall implement the work ~ and revised SWIdP as

approved by the Executive Officer.

3, The ExecuSve Ofr.:er Shall review end approve or disapprove the reports
required under Receiving Water UmJtation liB, The reports may be
submitted as part of the next Annual Report, or at ~orne other time
designated by the Executive Officer. Provided the Permitlee has complied
with the procedures let forth in Receiving Water Umitation II.B. the
Permittee does no~ have to repeat the Procedures for continuing
exceedances of the same water quality objective. As apT)ropriate, any
determination under ILB or revisions to the Permittee’l program may be
considered by the Regional Board in a public hearing.

TThe objec~ve of the Storm Water Manegement Progrem requirements prescribed In
this Order is to reduce pollutants in discharges to the maximum extent l:~Icticeble In E
order to attain the water qualdy objectNe end protect the beneficial uses of receiving     .--.
waters in Lol Angeles County. Each Perm~ee shall implement within its jurisdiction
the Storm Water Management Program requirements of this Order and those of the l~’r ""
Countywide Storm Water Management Plan (CSWMP) or Watershed Management UArea Plan (WMAP) that will be developed pursuant to this Order.

The CSWMP is the ~ plan consisting of programs developed under the Storm
Water Management Program Requirements of this Order.

Management Area (WMA) based on the requirements of this Order, the CSWMP, and
any other aprdicable actions that address pollutants of �oncern end other water quality
issues unique to that WMA toward the objective of reducing pollutants in discharges
to the maximum extent practicable. Upon approval by the Executive OffK:er, the
WMAP will supersede the CSWMP.

V
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I. Program Management

Table I shows tho summary o~ Ixogram management requirements and their

T~b~e I
Program Manlgement Rlquimme~tl ind Compliance ~
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7. Comply with the "Responsibilities of the Permittees" in Part 2.I.B; and

8. Submit to the Regional Board the CSWMP upon completion of the
development of all programs under the SWMP requirements.

B. Res_Donsibil~fies of the P~rmitt~-

Coml~ with the requirement~ of SWMP and CSWMP and amendmer~

2. Coordinate among its internal departments and egencles, as appropriate,
to faolitate the implementatk~n of the re<luimments of this Order applicable
to such Permittee in an efficient and �ost-effectNe manner;,

3. Partidpate in the development ~nd. If ~ry, Ihe update of Ihe
CSWMP;

4, Submit in a timely manner to the Principal I~rmittee an annual report ~n
~tl implementation of the SWMP and CSWMP;

WMC;

6. Participate in the development of the WMAP for Its relpactive watershed
management .area through its WMC, and shall implement laid WMAP upon
approval by the Executive Officer;, and

7. Work with other egenc~s, to the extent necessary, and report to the J~
Regional Board on recommendatk)ns to resolve any �ordlicts identified
between the provisions of this Order and the requirements of other
regulatory agencies, if they deem i~ nec~mswy.

C. Watershed Man~_ement Committ~,,,~ (WMCI)

1. Each WMC shall be comprised of ¯ voting rewelantlb~l froln each

absence of volunteer Permittee(s) for ~ positions, the ~ Permittee
shall assume those roles, ~ the WMC chooses members of Ihe "~
committee to the positions;

3. Each WMC Ihal:.

16 5r23/96
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ix. Any other information that indicates a signifi~nt potential for           L

1. The Principel Permittee. in consultation with the Permittees. shall prepare
a budget summary fon, nat riot later than3 months from the adoption of thil
Order for use by ea.ch Permittse to report resources available to implement
the SWMP.

2. Each Pe~miffee shall submit to the Princ~pel Permittee ¯ summary of
resources deal,.¯ted for storm water wogram implementation, not later than
60 days after b~get ~doption by the Permittee’s elected local governing
body. A Perm~ee may prowcle all necessary data in an alternate format
which includes the lame information unless directed othen~se by the

E. ~

demonstrate that it possesses legal authority necessary to control
discharges to and from those portions of the MS4 over which it has
jurisd~n so as to comply w~h this Order. This legal ¯uthor~, may be
demonsVated by e~tter ¯ single ordinance or ¯ single guidance documentj., ~’~
containing all the applicable statutes, ordinances, permits, contracts, orders U
active¯s, as required by 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i).

.. ,o MS, Tdischarges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity, through the following

i. Prohibit ~ discharge of untreated wash waters to the MS,I
when gas stations, auto repair garages, or similar use facilities

ii. Prohibit the discharge of untreated wast¯water to the MS4 from ~
mobile auto washing, steam cleaning, mobile carpet cleaning,
and other such mobile commercial and industrial operabons;

~’_
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iii. Prohibit to the maximum extent practicable, discharges to the
MS4 from areal where repair of michJrtery lrK:l equipment,

antifreeze is undertaken;

iv. Prohil~t discharges to the MS4 from storage areas of materials
containing grease, oil. or other hazardous substances (e.g..
motor vehirJe parts), and unsealed receptacles containing

v. Prohibit discharge= of ~wtmming pool filter backwash to
MS4;

Prohibit w=thing toxic material= from paved or unpaved areal
which results in ¯ discharge to the MS4;

vii. PTohibtt washing iml~n~us surfaces in industr~l/commercial
omlls ~t~ results in ¯ discharge to the MS4. unless
specifically required by State or local health and lafety �odes
or permitted under ¯ separate NPDES permR;

vi,. Prohibit the .,hing out of �oncrete trucks Into .o~n drains;

to remove debris fi’om Indust~al/commerc~al motor vehide

located...potentiallyexposed.storm--

Require placement of machinery or equipment that Ii torepaired °r m’intained in "m" mpOble t° °r exp°~ed t° A

storm water, in ¯ m=nner where leaks, spills and other
maintenance misted po~|l.ltant~ are not discharged to the MS4;

i b.removaIPr°hibit Hlic~t discharges .nd illicit connections to the MS4 and roquirOof i~lic~t

�, Control t~e discharge of runs and the dumi~nO or dislX~d of
materials other than storm water to the MS4 Ulrough the foOowtno

into a storm drain;

19 5/23/96
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iii. Prohibit the use of any pesticide, fungicide, or herbicide, the
use of which is prohibited by the USEPA or the Citifomla
Department of Pestk:Xla Regulation;

iv. Require proper disposal of food wastes by the food service and
food distnbution industry;,

v. Require disposal of h~zardoul wastes it appropriate disposal
sites and not in trash �ontainer~ used for munldpal trash
disposal; and

rio Require removal and proper disposal of all fuel and chemical
residue, animal waste, garbage, batteries, or other lypes of
potentially harmful matar~als which are located in Irees
susceptible to, or e~ to, itom~ water.

d. Control, through interegency or inter.jurisdictional egreement~ among
Permittees or any other altamat~ve means, the discharge of pollutants

f. Conduct inspection, surveillance, and/or monitoring procedures
necessary to determine �ompliance or noncompliance with permit

2. Each Permittee shill:

Provide to the Principal Perrnittee for submittal to the Regional Board
not later than 120 .da_vs after the. adontion of this Order copies of
ordinances, regulations, and other lagal documents establishing legal
authority, or in the Iltm:

Permittee has obtained i, necessary legal authority to comply

obtaining adequate legal luthodty to comply with this Order,
enumerating, with specificity, the legal authodty that remains to
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b. Exercise full ~egai ~uthor~ w~hhl i~ jurisd~bon to r~quim compliance

F. I~st Man _a~ement Practice (BMP~ or Reouimmerd Subs~tut~liminatton

A Perrnittee may pet~Jon the Regional Board

I. Substitute any BMP o~ requirement Identified In this Order, the ~P,

BMP:

w~ll meet the obje~:~ve of the od~in~ BMP or Order r~qulrement to
achieve ¯ mmilar (x greater reducbon in storm w~ter pollutants; and

2. EXmlnate any BMP or requiremerd iderdified In I~s Order, the CSWMP,

~,~ b. The �ost of irnplement~ion ~ the IX)lkd~ �onVol beryefit~

~ 2.I.G ~ LH.

this Order. In ~ddit~on. it provides ¯ method to rescdye any differences in

ct~K~Jists, BMPI, databases, IXogmm summaries, and iml:~emefltation and

this Order shall be submitted to the Regional Board. The ExecuUve
w~ll notify the Pe~n~ee snd the Prfi-K;ipal Permittee of the results of the
review and spproval or disapproval w~hin 120 days. If the Executive
Officer has not responded within 120 days following m.~xnit~, ttm

R0031881
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Per¯¯tree It.ll implement program components as submitted. However.             "r
the Execut~e Officer may thereafter require mocl~cationa to the program
consistent with this Order.

2. Documents that require formal Regional Board approval will undergo public
review and comment before Board consiclerabon at a public meeting. If the
Executive Officer determines that a Permittee’s storm water program Is
insufficient to meet the provisions of this Order, the Executive Officer shall
send a "Notice of Intent to Meet and Confer (NIMC)" to the Permittee, with
specific mformat~on in support of the determination. The NIMC shall
incJude ¯ brae frame by which the Permittae must meet with Regional
Board staff.

The Permittee, upon receipt of ¯ NIMC, shall meet and confer with
Regional Board staff to demonstrate that the Permittee’s program Is
Sufficient to meet the requirements of this Order; arid. If rtof. leek
clarification on the steps to be taken to �ompletely meet the
provisk>ns of this Order. The meet and confer period will �onclude
w~h either ¯ notice of program sufficiency to the Per¯¯tree, or the
submittal to and ¯¢captance by the Executive Officer of ¯ written
"Storm Water Program Compliance Amendment (SPCA)" which shall

term~nateincJude implementationthe meet and conferdeadlines" afterThe Executive Officer mayperiod ¯ reasonable period due
to ¯ lack of progress on issues and may order submittal of the SPCA
by ¯ speOf’~d date. Failure to submit an acceptable SPCA by the
specified date shell constitute ¯ violation of this Order.

an amended SPCA within 120 days. Rejecbon of ¯ SPCA by the
Executive Officer shall state the reasons for the failure to approve the

sixty (60) days to remedy the sper..~fied deficiency and resubmit the
SPCA. If the Executive Officer has not responded within 120 days
following submittal of an SPCA, the Per¯¯tree shall implement the

The Permittee shall comply with the terms of the SPCA. The
Perrnittee shall submit reports to the Executive Officer on progress
made under the SPCA. The frequency of progress ¯port submittal
shall be quarterly unless otherwise prescribed by the Executive
Officer. Failure to comply with the terms and conditions of the SPCA
shall constitute a violation of this Order and shall be cause for
enforcement action by the Regional Board.
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1. The Principal Perm~ee Ihal~ meintatrl ¯ ¢un~lt mlilirlg tit of interested
parbes, Organized by W~,~4, for distril:~on of document~ lhat Ilquim the
Regional Board’s approval. The Reg~lal Board will provide the Principal
Permittee ~ the initia~ I~t of Interbred part~.

2. The Principal Permitle~ shag distr~ute fo~ public �omment the in~al
CSVVMP, Wl~J:~s. ¯ncl other Itorm water program II¢luimmento that
IublllJtted to the Executi~ Off~cer for approval. Interested paine, w~hing
to have their comments cormdered prior to Regional Board action on these
documents must submit their comments in writing to the Regionll Bolrd
not later than 45 ¢Say~ after the Principal Permitt~e has m~de the document
available to the public which Will also be the date of ~ub(nittal to the
Regional Board. Th,s 45 �lay~ comment period i~ part of the 120 dr/

T
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II. Illicit Connections and llll~It Dli~Imr~

Table 2 shows the summary O~ requirements under ~ sectJotl
co~responding compliance dates.

Table 2
Illicit Connec~ons and Discharges Requiremen~ ~nd Compliance Dates

|

’
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~ sp~lls, which include a procedure to ensure that ~ treated
w~th �lisinfect~)n ~gents w~ll not be ckscharged into lhe storm drain
system to the extent practicable;

Prioritization of problem areas of licit dilposml where Inspection.
cleanup, and enforcement are necel4~-y to prevent the~ of
¢ordamirmntl;

d, Standardized lurveillance program to detect ilicit clilch~rgel;

e. Standardized procedures to educ.Me Ir~pector~. maintenance
worker~, and other field staff to notice illicit dilcharges during
�oume of their daily activitiel, and report luch

f. Standardized record keeping system to document l!liclt die,target;

g. Standardized enforcement IXOcedur~ to eliminate illicit cli~harg~

businesses about the problem of ill~t disc~lr~es/dumplng and proper
discharge/disposal practices.

2. Each Perm~lee shs,, based on U1e �ou~ model program, not ~ter
thin ~ monthl Ifler Ipprovil of the model progrlm b~ the Executive

elim~llte(~’ devek)P~k~t d~harges.and implement, ~ ippro~t~, ¯ progrlm to k~en~y IrK~

Non-storm water discharges in compliance with ¯ separate NPDES permit/W~ste
Discharge Requirements (WDR) or granted a d~scharge exemption by the
Regional Board or the State Water Resources Control Board are not prohibited

Flows from riparian habitats or wetlands;

c. Springs;
d. R~ng ground waters;
e. Uncontaminated groundwater infi~

-- r
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The Execut~ ~. upon presentation of evidence in accordance with
Part 2.11.C.4. may include other categories of non-storm water di~chargos

The following non-storm water disch~rgel need not be pcohibited.
However. if they are identir~ed by either ¯ Permittee or the Executive
Officer as being ~ignif~nt sources of pollutants to receiving water~, then
approprmte BMP~ to minimize the adverse impacts of these sources Ihall
be developed and implemented under the CSWMP or the

¯ Water line fk~hing;
�, Potable water SOUrCeS provided the discharges am managed in

eccordanos with the Industry-w~de Standard I:~llution Prevention
Pmcbces developed by the American Water Wod~ Association.

equivalent document;Califomm-Neveda ,Set, on, or and In
compi~r~e with

Water from crawl

Part 2.11.C.4. may im:lude other calegories of non-storm water discharges

The City of Los Angeles will conduct a study to characterize municipal
~treet wa~ng and lidewalk washing,
activities, and recommend appropriate BMPs to conVol any adverse
impact. The City of Los Angeles will submit its recommendal~’m to the
Regional Board not later than one year from adoption of this Ord~.

,~! 27 5/23/96
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The Executive OffK~r will determine within three months of the City of Los
Angeles submittal which BMP$ the PermUtes Ihlll implement. The
Permitlees will have three months from the date of the Execu~Ne OfrK~r
decision to implement the BMPI where apl:~icabie.

The Executive Officer. upon presentation of evidence, may in4dude other
categories of non-storm wate~ discharges urger this subsection.

4. Procadure~ for Exempt~n

A Permittee may identify and describe additional categories of non-ltorm
water discharges to be considered by the Executive Officer for exemption
from the Discharge Prohi~ions. The ctiterie to be considered fix
request for exernpt~on

I. Documentation that the discharge ire not significant Iource= of
pollutants to receiving waters or do not cause impairment of
beneficial uses of receiving waterl;

dischlrgel have been found not to be sources of pollutants to, or do
not cause impairment of beneficial uses of receiving wlterl;

¢. Specif�c BMPI, where determined feasible, that have been identir~:l
to reduce ,pollutants in discharges to the maximum extent practicableend minimize adverse impact= °f mx~ =m"’ce=’ with an T

implementation K:hedule; ot

d. E,t,blished procedure~ to,sure BMP implernentat~on, in~uding ,n
implementation Ichadule, performance stindirds, rnon~odng and

The exeml~ion req~st fix edditionll non-storm water discharges miy be
subm~ed, I>~inning with thethefirst Execut~veAnnual Report.officer, The exempt~)n
effective upon ipprovel by

1. The Principal Permittee, in consultation with the Permittees, shall develop
a countywide standard program to promote, publicize, and facilitate public

of d~scharges end illicit disposal practJ~s not later thane
months after ado_~on of this Order. The wogram may include, but not be
limited to:

28 5/23/96
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A system to receive incoming ~xnplaif~;

b. A communication network to link Permittees so that actk)n can be
coordinated ¯rid complaints can be investigated promptly;, and

�. A system to notify the complainant of any action taken, If appropriate.

2. Each Permittee shall implement the countywide illicit discharges and Igictt
disposal reporting program not later than four month¯ after tt~ approval by

3. The Principal Permittee, in consultation wtth the Permittees, sh¯ll develop
¯ count/wide program not later than 8 month¯ afteradootion of this Order
for reporting Inc~ents of ’reportable �tuentity’ of hazardous substances
entering the MS4. The incidents ¯hall be reported to the State of California
Office of Emergency Senses (OES) [current number, (800) 852-7550] and
the Federal Hazardous Response Center [current number, (800) 424-8802].

4. Each Permlttee ¯hall implement the �ouNywide Wogram for report~g
haz~rclous sul)~tances entenng the MS4, not later than four month¯ after
approval by the Executive Offx:~.

V
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IlL Development Planning and Construction                                            ~.

Develo_oment Plannirm

Table 3 shows ~e lummary of requirements under ~is lectk:)n and their
corresponding c~nl:~ance dates.

Table 3
Oevelopment Ptanning Requirement~ and Compr~ance Dates

~ (�o.,,y.~, ~de*m,,)                  ¯
IILA.I.o                           10

~ ~ lirA2 ~ syst~.

(SUSMP)

CEQA �locumentl III.A.41

Inc~x~m C~QA ~ im ~ EO" ~ ~4

I~ w~,wrm~ mr~ m~ ~
/

seek~g ~ ~ BMPs I..A.S 4’
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~. CounV.~ ~ L
e. The Principal PermUtes in �onsultation with the Permittees shall

develop = I~st of recommended BMPs (c~Jntywide guidelines) for use
during planning and perm~ing of all development projects requidn9
discretionary Ipproval not later than 18 m~,~ths after adoption of this
Or~r. The BMPs ~hall JnckJde:

¯ i. Site planning
IL Post-c~x~struct~on best management praclk~l; and
i. Redevelopment and Infill practices.

The recommendations shall consider the type of development end the
potent~si fix storm water pollution when determining the applicability
of BMPs. Cost effectiveness, ease of maintenance, and consistency
with other environmental mendetas may also be considered.

For utilization where increased storm water discharge rates will result -l-
in an increase in downstream eros~n potential, the recommendaflor~
¯hstl Inckxle BMPs which can be used to maintain peak runoff rate~
at Ixe-~velopment levels to the maximum extent feasible.

develop Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plans and guidelines
for their preparation not later than six months after Regional Boardm U

the approlxiate elements of ~ r~cornrnended BMP~ In the
Countywide Guidelines. At the minimum, standard plans end

a l O-home suMivtsion;

v.
vi. ¯ restaurant ~
v,. ¯ h~,L~le-kx:atnd singW~ami]y dw~ing.               ’%7

requiring discretionary approval which the Building Official (or
equivalent munidpal authority) determines may have I poterd~

"")                                     31
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b. ~ are development and redevelopment projects which
the Buildtng Of~c~al (or equivalent municipal authoriJy) determines will
not have I potential significant impact on storm water quality.

The Principal Permitlee. in consultation with the Permittees. shall develop
a model documented system, such as ¯ checklist, for determinb-~g "potential
significant effect" as well as ¯ list of specifically exempt projects not later
than 18 months after adootion of this Ord~r. Each Permittee shall
incorporate a substantially similar system into its procedures not later than
six months after the approval of the documented system by Itm Executive

The documented system shall consider location of ttm project with respect
to designated environmentally sensitive areas, the slope and erosion
potential of the Me er,:l surrounding areas.

develop a program to carryout I:danrdng controlEach Peml~lee
measurel fro’ priority projects (Part 2.111~2.a) consistent with IP4-’-"
�ou~ model. The program shall be implemented not later Itmn six nmonths after approval of the model by the Executive Officer. Each N

UPermittee shall require that the project appl;cant submit an Urban Storm
W.ter Mitigation Plan, .nd that the Permittee .pprove the Plan prior to the
issuance of any grading or building permit. The Urban Storm Water
Mitigation Plan shall incorporate by detail or mfer~lce apwocxiate post-
construction BMPI to:                                A

a. Implement, tO the maximum extent practk:able, requirements
established by appropriate governmental agencies under CEQ~
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. local ordinances and ¯(her legal
authorities intended to minimize impacts horn storm water runoff on

: b. Maximize, to the maximum extent ~ble, the I)en:~age of
,. permeable surfaces to allow more percolation of storm water into the ’~7"

c. Minimize, to the maximum extent practicable, the am¯trot of storm "~
water directed to impermeable areas and to the MS,I;

d. Minimize. to the maximum extent ~ble, parking lot pollution
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~ough the use of eppropriste BMPs such as retention, infiltration,

e. Est~l~ish reasorml:~e limits on the clearing of veget~t~:~n fr~n the
project site includino, I~t not limited to, regulation of the length of
time during which soil may be exposed and, In certain ser~th~

f. Provide for epp~>dste permenent controls to reduce storm wster
pollutant load produced by the development site to the mmdmum
extent

4. Ranning Proce~

In order to Integrate storm water manegement ¢onsideretk)ns Into
discretionary development projects et the time that they ere flint pfl:)pceed
to junsd~)ns, and to suplx.1 other provisions of this Order.          rr

develop, storm water menegement guidelines for use In1-~
prepahng/rev~v~ng CEQA documents, and in IInk~rtg storm waterJ~j
qual~ mit~gat~n conditions to local discretionary project apwoval~
not later than 18 months after adoration of this Order.

The guidelines shall mklress the preser~lJon or restoration of ~reas           U

wetlands end shall promote protec/~on of the biological integrity ofJ.
drainage systems and water bodies.

Each Permittee shall review the guidelines f°r the purp°se of m’ldng A
appropriate modifications in their Intemel procedures not later than six
months after the Executive Office~$ epproval of the guidelines.

management considerations In ff~e process whenever a Permittee
engages In ¯ significant mwhte of ~ Pennittee’e General Plan
elements for:.

Conse~’~; or                                 V

¯ l:~bli~ utilities; or
V. Infi’astnx:bJm.
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The Permittee may refer apl~icants to the Best Management Practices
Handbooks, Caldomia Storm Water Quality Task Force, ,~scrernento, CA,
1992, and its revisions; the CountywK~ Storm Water Management Plan,
USEPA Guidance Specifying Management Measures for Sources of
Nonpoint Pollution in Coastal Water~. Issued under the Authority of Secfion
6217(g) of the Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization Amendments of 1990,
Document No. EPA 840 B 92-002 (1993,~ and similar manuals for speci~�
guidance on ~electing post.conslTUCbOn BMPs for reducing pollutants in
storm water disch~gel.

The Principal Permittee. In consultation with the Permltteea, shall develop
a model program not later than 18 months after adoDtion of this Order tO
inform deveiopere seeking discretionary approvals about

Development and �onatruc~n ~orm water management

b. Maximization of pen6ous areas ~nd atorm water infiltration (wherl
geology and topography permit); and

�. Co~t effective ~torm water poaut~o~ control measures.

The program shall provide apac~c guidance on lelecting BMPI to reduce
pollutants in storm water d,scharges f~om urbanized areas, and incJude

described in Part 2. III.A.4.

Each Permittee ~hatl implement a developer information program
consistent with the model program not later than six months after approval
of the model by the Executive Officer. Each Permittee’s program shall
include infon’nation about its legal authorities. Permittees are encouraged
tO engage in joint efforts in implementing the program.

T̄able 4 shows the summary of requirements and their corresponding coml~iance
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Development Cor~truction Requirements ~ Com~ Dete~

~ III B $1 ¯ 14

stakeholder organizations, shall develop not later than ~
adc~tion of this Order. minimum recommended requirementl and Best
Management Practicea (BMPs) for Ill development project construction
activities (¢ountywk~ guidelines). Requimment~ and BMPI appropriate for

var~ousand~aCtiVibes The ~ Guidetine~ Ihal:shall be developed along with �~K~di~t~ for ule in detign

b. Addre~ mul~l~e comUuction ac~vity related laOllutan~;
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Ld. Target construction areas and activities with the potential to generate
ligrUficant pollutant ~

e. Require retention on the site, to the maximum extent practicable, of
sedimenL construction waste, and other pollutant= from construction

f. Require, to the maximum extent practicable, management of
excavated soil on site to minimize the amount of sediment that
elcapes to streets, drainage facilities, or adjoining properti~

g. Require, to the .maximum extent practicable, use of structural
drainage �ontrols to minimize the escape of sediment end other
pollutant= from the Me.

h. Require, to the maximum extent practicable, containment of non-
..storm water from equipment end vehicle washing at construc00n ~
¯ itas, unie~t treated to remove ~climent= and pollutant=.

s. Each Permittse shall develop s regulatory program for constnJCtion ...
activities consistent with the countywide guidelines not later than six "l~’r
months after the Executive Officer’s approval of the minimum.L~i

Urecommended requirements and BMPs tn Part 2.111.B.1. The
Program Ihall require, prior to thl tlsuance of ~ building or grading F1"1
permit, preparation of appropriate wet weather erosion control and
storm water pollution prevention plans which include, by detail or

referenco’ "ll "Ppr°Phata constructJ°n BMPs c°ntained In the A     q

I:~ Project plans must Include a narrative discussion of the I1~
reasons used for selecting or rejecting BMPs. In lieu of a narrative,J.
the project architect or engineer of record may sign = statement on ithe plan to the effect: "As the architect/engineer of record, I have |
selected appropriate BMPs to effectively minimize the negative
impacts of this project’s construction ac0vities on storm water quality.
The project owner and contractor are aware that the selected BMPs
must be installed, monitored, and maintained to ensure their
effectiveness. The BMPs not selected for implementation are
redundant Or deemed not applicable to the proposed construction
activities."

b. Each Permittee shall implement a procedure not later than6 mord~

36 5/23/96
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after ~oDtion of this Order whereby the Perm~ee shall not Issue ¯
grachng permit for Oevetopments w~th disturbed
greater unless t~ al:X~icant can show that (i) a Notre of Intent (NOI)
to comply w~h the State Construction Ac~,ity Ston’n Water Permit
has been flied and (ii) ¯ Storm Water PollulJon Pmvenl~m Plan
(SWPPP) has been pml~lred.

3. Site Inl!:~:tion

develop ¯ model construction activity inspection progr~n, which
includes checklists, not later thin 14 months ift~r
Order. The model program sl~ll indude I~t not be limited to:

1. Procedums fo~ ~ ~e

iv. Aplxolxm¯ Ironing for progrJm roll.

E¯ch Permittee shall implement ¯ �onstn~ion ~ctivitJes inspectionJ’’~
Pr°gr’m ba=ed °n the m°d~ Pr°gmm n°t mer than" m°nth= "er T
the Executive Officer’s approval of the model program. The program
m¯y be integrated with the Permittees regular wogram of
~ inspec~on for maximum efficient.           A

T
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IV, Publ|¢ Agency Activlt~l

Table 5 shows the summary of r~quirementl uflder this lec~on and their
corresponding com~iance dates.

9
Table $

Public Agency Activities Requirements and Compliance Dates

existing public agency activities and develop a model program to reduce the &
impact of public agency activities on storm water quality not later than 16~
months after adoption of this Order. The countywk~ model shall be submitted
to ~ Regional Board for approval.

B. Permittee Pul~.ic A~ency Proof¯ms
T

Each Permittee shall develop ¯ Pul~ic Agency Program based on the model
program developed by tam Principal Permittee. with an implementation schedule
not later than four months after the approval of ~ countywide model by the
Executive Officer.

C. Pro~_ ram Reouiremm~

Both the model program and the Permittee programs shall st a minimum include,
where applicable:
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1. ~ Systems Operations L

Procedures to keep sewage spills or leaks fTom facilities operated by
a Permittee from entering U~e MS4 to the maximum extent

Procedures to identify, repair, and remediate s~nitary sewer
blockages, exfiltration, over/k)w, and wet weather overflows from
Mnitary =ewer~ operated by ¯ Pewnittee to the MS4;

Procedures to respond to overfk:w=, follow-up tests, w~l Investigate
complaints;

d. Procedures to Insure that the Pewnittee is able to kwestigate any
=u=pected connections or cro=s connections from the sanitary sewer
systems to the MS4, using techniques such as field screening,

¯ llmpling, smoke/dye tilting, and TV inspection, IS IPI~; arld

e, Procedures to notify public health agendes with dlm:mtlonary

healttLdeci’i°n "uth°rity °n be~ch d°Kret when there i= "threit t° public

Storm water management re<luimment= for the design’~ucu°n °~ Puuic f~i~e’ c°~’tent w~ ~ r"quimment’ "rid T
time lines specified for IX~Vate de, veiopment in Par 2,ilI.A lind III.B. ;

b. Procedures to seek coverage. ~s an option, under this Order for
construction activity with ¯ disturt>ed area of five acres or morn
(Phase 1, 40 CFR 122.26) which are under taken by or on behalf of

L
�onstru~ activity;,

:

iv. A requirement to prepare and retain site specific SWPPPs;

"-J 39 5/23/96
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v. A procedure to report annually on the effectiveness of SVVPPPa
at public construction activity, ~nd certify compliance with the
requirements in this Order.

3. Vehicle Maintenance/Material Storage Facilities Management

a. Model pollution prevention, plsn for public vehicle
maintensnceJmatehal storage facilities which have the potential to
d,sct~arge pollutants into storm water. A public vehicle
ma~ntenance/material storage fac~l~’y is any Perm~ee-owned or
operated facility or port,on thereof that:

i. Conduc~ industrial activity, operates equipment, handles
materials, and provides eerv~ces e, imilar to Federal Phase
facilities;

it. Performs fleet veh~Jo maintenance on ten or more vehicles per
day ~nc~uding repair, maintenance, washing, end fuelir~;

Performs maintenance and/or repair of heavy industrial
machinen//equipment; end

Stores chemicals, raw materials, or waste materials in qcantitles
that require a hazardous materials business plan or I Spill N

Prevenbon, Control, and Counter-measures (SPCC) plan.

L Material ~tomge �ontrol;

iit. Vehicle leal~ and spill control;

v. Training for employees on proper outdoor loading/unloading of
materiala;

v~. Vehicle and equipment washing area ~

Regular maintenance of treatment structures
o~l,~ater separators, or equivalent; and
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into the MS4, including dechlodnetion practices, proper disposal of
dean-out waters, and piling of filter backwash to the sanitary sewer;,

h. BMPs to minimize trash, del:~s, and other pollutants from entering
Perm~ee-owned recreational water bodies, to include:

I. Routine bash co,ectk~ along, on, and/or in, Water bodies,

H. Pu~ic outre~:h to eo~cate the pu~k: about impade of illidt
disposal.

Storm Drain Operation ~d M~i~igemenl

a. BMPs for Inlet Mainter~nce to be Iml:)iemented Including but not

BnolM                     iv’ Rec°rdin9 of the quantity of catch ba’in w"t° c°llected"

,AT

b. Ps for Storm D~in Miintener~e to be implemented including but

iii. Surveillance for delxis buiklup in open d’mnnei~

c. Waste Management program to indude:

i. Procedures to identify problem areas of illk~t discharge for ’~.
regular inspectS:

H. Procedures to minimize to ~he maximum extent pr~::~::abte

42 Sr23/96
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discharge of contaminants during MS4 cleanup to maintain             L
channel ol~mum capacity; and

it, A review of current maintenance m~#Jet to mtmum that
~ppropriate storm water BMPs ~re being uti~ed.

d. Program to investigate the feasibility of dry weMher flow di~
from the MS4 to munk~pal waste water treatment plants, where
ol~ol~’iate.

6. Streets and Roads Moi~

Program to sweep curt~d streets it ¯ targeted frequency of:

L At least monthly; and
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or other equally effective BMI~; ~

cc. Avoidance of excess mixing of ~e or cement on-site.

v. Employee training to:

u. Promote ¯ clear underst¯nding of the potenti¯l for
m¯intenance activities to po~ute storm water;, and

7. Psd~ng Facilities Mw~gement

Parking F¯cil~es M¯nagement Plan to inch,K~ pertodic Mrdscape and
catch basin c~eaning on Perm~lee owned parking lots with :25 or more
park~ng ms which m¯y be exposed to storm water, to reduce oil

e. Procedures to ~eek coverage, es sn ol~t~on, under this Order for
Ph¯se I indus~al fac~l~ties which are owned or operated by ¯

L A process for notifying the Regional Board of l:R~oli¢ IndustdalJ.~l

end the results of the facility monitoring l~gmms at public

and infrastn.K:ture and responding to natural disasters.
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V. Public InformaUon and Participation

To math ¯s many Los Angeles County residents ¯s possibis, ¯ comprehensive
educatK~al outreach ¯r)l=~)ac~ sha, be urKJertaken under this Ch’cler. In recogniUon
of the iml:~’tance of pu~,c e~ucat~ to effective storm water management solutions,
this Order calls fcx immediate perm~llee pu~ic outreach efforts at a specifi~ minimum
level as well as ¯ longer term effort to develop an integrated, comprehensive outreach
program. As part of the immediate effort, each Perm~llee is expected to choose an
¯ l:~roprmto co¯bin¯t)¯¯ of outreach to¯is and activities to raise public awareness of
storm water issues and improve water quality in its own indivk:lual ju~sd~ctk)n, with
efforts at ¯ presc~bed minimum level as described below. As part of the longer term
effort, each Permitlee is expected to work collaboratively to develop ¯ comprehensive
outreach/education Ixogram countywide and w~thin its watershed mermgement area.

The objectors of the publi� education program ore: (i) to measurably increase the
knowledge of the target m.ld~ncee regarding the MS4, the impacts of at¯r¯ water
pollution on receNing waters, and potential Solutions for the target audiences to
Implement BMPs to reduce the prol:~ms caused: and (ii) to measurably change the
behaWor of target aud~er~e| by enco~raging those audiences to implement

V
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Table 6 shows the summary of requirements and their corresponding compliance
dates under th~
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Immediate Outl~Bdl                                                               L

1. E~h Permittee shall, at a minimum, have available for distribut~n or
reference as appropriate, not later than I] months after ado~,Jon of this

e. Wdtten Material

i. Written materials (minimum of three types in addition to thole
listed below) to convey pertinent information to meet ixogram
objectNes, Examples of written mstedais Include flyers,
brochures, door-hangers, newspaper articles, maiklnlertl,

ii. Documentation that a reesonabla effort was made to lit
pertinent c~ phone numbers under the government pages of
phone directories. This should be updated as necessary and
should include telephone numbers for reporting dogged catch
basin inlets and/or illicit discharges/dumping, and a general
number for storm water management program information.

~
These phone numbers may be city-specific or countywide;

ill. Training materials for educating apl:,’opdate Permittee’l~
employees regarding �ompiiance with applicable storm water

An up-to-date listing of contractor end developer storm water
management training programl available in the area. This lilt
should be updated annually or. needed;

v. An up-to-date checklist and a brochure explaining contractor
and developer needs as it relates to Development Planning and
Consttu¢l~ (Part 2.111) of this Order for use at = Permittee’$

counter. This ~.~ould be updated

~du~on matmri~t~ (m minimum of t~ ~) ~ t~rgeted

Ixovi~iorm in P~r~ ~V.B.2 of t~ ~.

I~:x;umer’tt~t~on th~ m re~sor~l~ effor~ was mede I~ t~ Prindt:~d
Permittee or on behatf of the Permittees as a whole to obtain radio

47                    5/23/96
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broadcast public service announcements to convey information
regarding storm water management.

A catch basin labeling program, including label installation and
maintenance schedules, to educate the public on the ultimate
destinalJon of storm drain flows.

2. Each Permittee shill demonstrate by 12 m(~rlths Ifter ldoDtion of this
Order. t~at it has undertaken the following ~tn~es:

I. Distribution of out~each materials to the general public, or targeted
ii.KJiencel IUCh il Schools. community groups. �ontllctors and
developers at the appropriate public counters and public events; and.

b. Training of the appropriate Permittee employees (those whose jobs mor activities potentially affect storm water quality, or those who J
respond to questions from the public) regarding the requirements of
the storm water marmgement program.

3. The Principal Pennittee and the City of Los Angeles shall complete in
analysis, not later than 30 months after ad(~0t~on of tl~s Order, of the "I~T
general success of outreach materials to resk~nts and Ixlsinesses to
assist in identifying and/or developing public education and outreach gosl~ U

education. Each Permittee shall assist in these effort~ through their
respective WMC to iclent~ public education and outreach goals Ind target
auc~;ences in the context of watershed-wide and countywide outreach and

B. IndustriaVCommercJal Educa~ona~ Pmaram

Each Permittee shall develop an industriaL~�ommercial site ~ program. The            ~’~
purpose of such site visits w~ll be solely educational and to provide T
industrial/�ommercial facilities with information regarding the Permittee’s storm
water program, and to provide advice when requested in understanding and
complying w~th the Permittee’s storm water regulations. To minimize cost, each "~7’
Permitlee is encouraged to �oon:linate its He v~sit program v#,h existing fire
departments, heaith departments, industrial wastes end/or other inspection ~/pe
programs so that the Permittee need not institute a new and separate s~te visit ~
programs. The program shall contain the follow~ng components:
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1. Ident~tion of Sources

The Principal Perm~ee in consultation with t~e Permittees
develop a database format fix listin9 industrisl/commerciai facilities
by four d~jit SIC Industry Numbers not later than
adonbon of this Order. This database will serve as ¯ reference
resource for the pubt~c, business, industry, local government, the
RegK)~’lal Board. and other public ~genGies o~1 storm water program
parbopation. The initial accuracy of the database will be depende~
o~ the accuracy of electronic and Info~matio~ sources used
estal~=sh the database, but the accuracy is expected to im;xove after
Perm~ee$ begin to implement the industrial/commercial site visit
program. No legal import is to be attributed to the database
developed by the Permittee=. The database format shall Include at
¯ minimum:

V. NPDES storm water permit coverage status, if applicable.

b. E.Ch Permitt..h~, �ollect inform~tion b~ed on the form...
developed by the Principal Permittee to identify Industr~l/commerci~l
f~Oi~$ within Its juri~liction and submit to the Princil~ Permittee

ditabase fo~n~t to the Permittees. The Mst of f~�~l~t~es stroll include.
et ¯ minimum:

L All industri’l gr°up= regulated under Ph=se I °f the Federal Am
storm water Ixogram (40 CFR 122.26; Phase I

i. Motor vehide repair shops, motor vehicle body shops, motor
veh~e pe~s and Kcesso~s facilit~s, gas stations, and

i. Add~mal SIC ~duz~aVcomme~al gn~ps k~n~ed as

each Permittee into a database of industriaVcommercial facilities not
later than 16 months after adootion of this Order_ This database shall

49 ~23~6
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il. For each four digit SIC Industry Number. primary materials that
might impact runoff dil¢hirgtl (from Itltio~ll Ix �oml~l~
datable).

2. Source Control Me~

The Prindpal Perm~ee, in consultation with the Permtttees, shall develop
a checklist of speOfi¢ storm water BMPs for use by Permittees for each
industrial/commercial SIC group requinng educational site visits under Part
2.V.B.3. not later than 10 monttts after =dootJon of this Order. The BMPI

b. Initially focus on pollutant source minimization, education, good
housekeeping, and site deign alternatives; and

P~ Target lour¢~ atoll and a�tivities with th~ I~gh~lt
generate substantial pollutant load~.

I~T ~- n
After lhe BMP lists are developed by the Prklclpal Permitlee and,L~i U"Rx°ved bY the Regi°nal B°ard’ each Permittee shall use the T

checldist= as part of the outreach measures conducted during
industrial/commercial Me visits.

¥
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visit contact by phone, mail-out of questionnaire end educational
materials or ot~r similar me~. to inform the ~lities ~ noSce Of
intent (NOI) ~uirements and e~o~a~ g~ storm w~er
~nt~ measures (~s~ to be ~mt~ in am~ ~).
~ in ~ ~a~;

~pair ~, ~h~ ~x~ 8~, ~ ~ m~V. Veh~
~sao~s (SIC Industw Ma~ Group 75); ~x~ eveW ~~
m~s;

vt. Gasoline stations (SIC Industry Number 5541); once every twen~
four montl~;

vii. Restaurants (SiC Industry Number 5812). once every twenty-four
months; and.
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=ubstantiatly similar educational goals and ~ will I:~ implemented within I
similar period of time.

C. Five-Year Storm Water Public l~du~atlon

AS = part of the CSWMP end subsequent WMAPs, the Five-Year Storm Water Public
Education Strategy shall be developed by the Principal Permiltee which elaborates step~
for implementing pubhc education programs. The strategy shall: communicate key
educational information; develop educational programs for target audiences; utilize various
innovative educational tools and incentives for part~pat~)n; employ effective outreach to the
regions multi-ethnic communities; and conduct opinion surveys to Hsist in evaluating public
awareness both before and after implementation of the public education programs.

The Permlttees shall endeavor to coordinate public outreach efforts among themeS, el, with
environmental groups, and perbnent public and ptivata ~genctel.

1. The Principal Perm~ee. in consultation with Permittaes. shall develop not later then
12 months after adoption of this Order, I Five-Year Countywide Storm Water
Education Strategy which ~ldresses education/outreach issues countywide as well as
by watershed, inrJuding i schedule for implementation. The strategy shall tndude I
full range of outreach tools, from simple brochures to sophisticated media. The
strategy shall identify the Permittee’s responsibilities for impiementatlon, including
specific qulntifiable objectives for changing knowledge and behavior,

II~T
At I minimum, the Five-Year Storm Water Education Strategy shall include actions for:. J~[

Ident~x:~on of land ulel and activities ~ Mv~ I higher I~tentill for Ilorm T
w~ter pollution and will inctude ind/or Icc~npiilh the following:

i
residents about the problem of illicit discharges and dumping ind pfomoto.

inauoe cononulng operation, maintenance, and prmno6on of the countywide ~1

b. Emphasize the importance of pollution Wevardion for a variety of audiences..~
including local residents, school-aged children, businesses, and public
employees whose job functions and daily lives may impact storm water quality
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and w~a indude and/or accoml~sh 1~ following:                                 L

L For ReskJenfa

¯ a. Educate residents on recycJing and household hazardous waste
chsposat aprons. The program shall provK~ mfomlat~:xl on �oliectiort
lervK:es, ir~uding locations and IctleduJe; provide out~ach
matenats Of 1 l~=4JrCe IlductJorl and proper t,1~. storage, and dispo~l
methods for housshoid hazardous wastes; and conbnue to encourage
residents to recycle e.g., oil. antifreeze, glass, plastics, batteries.

bb. Encourage residents to participate in specific storm water outreach
programs. ResK~nts shall be informed of and provided with
opfx~lunny to share ~deas and comments about the programs. Each
Permmee shah demonstrate that ¯ good faith effort has been made
to outreach to ddferent communities within the watemhed
management area or region and to receive feedback from the
communJtms wh~ie me¯sunng success of the Prooram.

�¢. Educate do-A-youmelferl regarding pollution prevention strategte¯ .....
Each Pennmee shall demonstrate that ¯ good faith effort has been
made to outreach to different �ommunibel within the watemhed
management ere¯ or raglan.

dd. Promote pumic part.parian through cooperative pros to foster

--re-- "nd identificati°n °f at°fro water p°nutk~n "ue’ "mong Tresidents in a watemhed. Catch basin labeling ~d other established
lign programs ~ra examplel of thai ~ of �ooperative effort.
Another example for cooperative outreach
Re¯aden¯ can "adopt" highways, storm drainl, catch bazinl, or
streams to monitor, rw~tore, and protect

we. Re~identzzhallbeencouregedtomowvegemtion~urmundingthetr T

For School Chiklmn

School programs shah be developed and implemented wf~erever poss~-ole
to incJude information on MS4s, the difference between sanitary sewers
and storm drains, the importance of preventing storm water pollution, and
provide illicit cSscharges/disposal and reporting procedures, source
minim~zaSon, and general pollution prevention. Acquisition and/or
development of classroom materials and their distribution to teachers are

R00319t4
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implemented f~ business activities identified os hoving greater
potential of discharging pollutants into If~ MS4. This Inch,Ides
sidewalk washing by indNldual mercllantl. The program ~hall
oncourage omployee troining on tl~ offectivenees of storm water
pollution prevenbon practices. In addition to wr~en, oudio, ond visual
matenals, other possib~o moans of focused outreach may Include:
conducting workshops, mass mailings, submitting Informational
orticJe$ to tmo~industry magazines. Each Pormittee shell provide
outreach matenals through business license renewal countors end/or
make offorta to outreach through profosslonal end business
ossociitions or ind~stnal/�omrnerc~ Me vt~ts.

~ education pr~rem shall be develop~ ond implemented for T

proper BMP Implementation ond mointenance, ond pollution

Pormi~ee employ~el involved in Morro water reloted m:;Uvltles shell be
Utrlined on storm water monegement ond pollution prevention prlctices ond

the training must inc/ude employees it different levels, from programTmanagers to field personnel. Cooperetivo efforts among enforcement

Training programl shill indude, but not be limited to, articles In city
newsletters, training ¢lassea, chec/dist= for field personnel, andTInterdepartmental forums or committees to the extent the Permittee utilizes
ony of the foregoing. Matoriale developed for other oudlencee moy oleo be

nused in Permittee employee training programs. Appropriito public agency I
employees shill be b-ained in: U

dd. NPDES Municipal and other permitting requirementl.
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VI. Monltodng Program

The overall goal of this monilodng program is to develop and support effective
watershed storm water quality management programs towards r~ductioll of
pollutants to the mlximum extent ~.

The major space: obje~Jve~ of program er~ M fallows:

1. To track water qual~ status, pollutant trerKis, pollutant loads, ~KI identify
pollutants of concern;

2. To monitor and assess ~ Ioao~ from apac~� lend use~
watershed ~;

3. To Identify, monitor, and assam significant water quality problems related
to stonn water discharges within the watershed;

4. To Idermlry mxjrc,~ of l:~h,~ ~ ~torm weter mnolt;
~ +._.,..

8. To evaluate the effectiveness of management programs, including pollutint"
Ureductions achieved by implementalX~ of BMPs; end,

7. To aseesl the impacts Of .orm -- runoff on mcetvtng waters.
T

B" M°nit~’in9 ProP- ram Re"’~er’~

AThe Principal Permittee ~hall iml~ement the monitoring program described inAttachment C, Monitoring Program Requirements. The summary of the fl"~;

monitoring program requirements end theh" �ompliance dates am given in Table

¯

¥
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VIL Program Reporting and Evaluation

Table 9 shows the summary of rIquirements under this section with their
cor~$por~ing �omI)~w~ce dates.

T~le 9
Program Evaluation m:l Reporting Requirements ~nd Compliance OM~
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Program Management; (ii) Illicit P..ont~nl/O~~; (i~)
Development Planning~Constmction; (~v) Publi� A~ency ActNities; (v)
Pul:~i¢ Educatk:N~/Pub~ Part~petJon;

c. A summary of BMP implementation, Permittee level of effort.
other such measures of ect~ving storm water program objecth~l,
ut~kzin9 ur~fonn reformation end data collection methodology to
support area to area, and year to year �ompedson~;

d. Recommended changes end/or modifications to SWMP. CSWMP,

e. A list of additional non-storm water discharge types for potent~l
exemption from I:hlcharge Prohil:Xt~ons, if desired, and a
of how the Oriteria for exemption have been met for each type;

f. A relx)rt on progreu in obtaining full legal authority MKI/Or legal
controls for tml~ement~ng as required in this Order;, and

g. The names, titles, and telephone number~ of personnel responsible
for supervising implementation of the program tasks �ontained~ in thil
Order, CSWMP, end/or WMAP, u al~.ab~e to each Pennitlee.

B. Annu~ M~e~_ p,e,~ff

The Pr~nc~:~ Permitte~ ~hall sulxnit a ~eparate Annual Monitodng Report nof
later than August 15 of each year. The first Annual Monitoring Repo~
August 15. 1997. The report ~,hall include status of ImplarnentatJo~ of th~
monitonng program, resu~ of the monitoring program end interpretation thereof, A
and =uggested mudificet~’~ or amendment~ to the Monitoring Program with
relevant

C. Program l~valuatioe R,-’~’~_

1" The Prirtc~pal Permitlee shall not later than48 m~anth..ft, adoe~on of th,-
~ eubmit a report on assessment of the effectiveness of BMPI
iml~emented, and recommendations on performance standards for each
Watershed Management Area. The performance standards will indicate
the level of iml:dementatJon necessary to demonstrate that efforts am being
made to control the alL, charge of IXdlutants in storm water to the maximum

D. Receivin0 Water Im~*-~
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The Principal Per~nittee shall r~ later than 54 mc~’lths after ad~x~)n
Order prepare and submit an integrated Receiving Water Impacts Final Report.
The report shall include, but not be limited to. results of the receiving water
impacts evaluatK)n, feasible environmental indicators, and recomn’mndatione on
integrating storm water receiving water impacts monitoring with regional
receiving water monito~ng program, if applicable.

Part 3. STANDARD PROVISIONS

I. The initial storm water management, program. Is delineated in the CSWMP or WMAI:~
may need to be modifmd, revised, or amended periodically from time-to-time to
respond to changed conditions and to incorporate more effective approaches t~
pollutant controls. Minor changes may be made at the direction of the Executive
Officer. Minor changes requested by the Permittees shall become effective
whtlen approval of the Executive Officer. If proposed changes involved a major
revision in the overall scope of the program, m.K:h changes must be approved by the
Rog~)nal Board as amenclments to thJa Order.

the Regional Board or through the PnnOpal Perm~ee shall be signed under pene~
of pequry,by the I~nCJpal executJve officer or the ranking elected official of the

B. The authorization apaches either an Individual or a position having resporm’bllity
for the overall operation of the Permittee’s storm water management program,
position of equivalent responsibility, or an individual or position having overall
responsibility for environmental matters for the Permittee. A duly authorized
representative may thus be either a named individual or any individual occupying
a named position; and

C. The written authorization is sulxn~ted to ~ Executive Officer.

III. This O~ler may be modified, revoked, or reissued prior to the expiration date to:

deemed $ign~cant by the Regional Board;

B. Incorporate applicable requirements or statewide water quality control plans
adopted by the State Board or amendments to the Basin Plan;

R0031920



"
Lo~ Angete~ Count~ Municipal Storm Water Permil
Order No. 96-XXX                                             CAS614001

Comply with any applicable requirements, guidelines, end/or regulatk)n= issuedC.
or approved pursuant to CWA Section 402(p); and/or

D. Consider any other federal, or Itate laws or regulationl that became effective
after adoption of th~s Order.

N. continue to implement the BMPI end/or programs that wereshill
required pursuant to Order No. 90-079 until such time that replacement
BMPllprograms are implemented under this Order.

V. The issuance of this Order is not intended to, end doel not, absolve any Permlttee of
liabddy for conduct which may have constituted ¯ violation of Order 90-079
(CA0061654, CI 6948) ~:~)l:)ted by this Regional BoMd on June 18, 1990.

VI. Thil Order expires on 5 .v~am aRer data of adootion ~f this Order. The Pdndpll
Permitlee and Permtttees must submit �omplete Reports of Waste Discharge (ROWD)
in accordance with Title 23, California Co~ of Regulations, not later than 180 days
in advance of such date Is ¯pplication for reissuance of waste discharge
requirementl. The ROWD Ihatl in~ude waterlhlKI ipectf~ WMAPI.

correct copy of an Order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lce "I T
Angoles Regiorl, On ~data of r==isluin~l).

T
ExecutiveROBERT P.OtTmerGHIRELLI, D.Env. T

V
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A’I’rACHMENT C                             g

MONITORING PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS
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1. Upon corn~ of Step 6 of ~he mev~uaben process. Ixd no~ later Ihan
Set, ember 1. 1996. U~e Pnnc~pai Perm~ee shall submit a report to the Exm
Officer ou~ning Ule steps taken in the reeva~uabon Ixocess. ~ ~ land
o~e cate~r~es to be monitored. Based on msur~ of
ex~sbng land use sb3t, k:)ns established pursuant to Order 90-070, may be moved

Upo~ spproval of ~ mpon by the Execu~ve ~, tt~ Principal Permi~ee shall
�oml~ele Steps 7-8 of ~ reevaluation process in Att~:hment

~ Pflncipal Porm~ee shall rn~ttor land use 8~x~s ~x:ordlng to Ihe k)llowing
schedule IXOViCled t~em m suffic~nt storm events during the ~eson:

S~ Saa~ Number ~f Station Events/Storm

lgg6-g7 100

1 ggT-gS, wld 200

A station ovont J~ deflnod os one sarnl~ng event po~ ~

The land use stabens sh~ll be monitored during ~ term of thls Order
~ tttat event mean �on~ntmt~ons (EMC) am Oehved. ~t I~e 25% erm~ rote. for
~ ~ving �~st~ents of �oncern:~                               "I~T

PAlls (to~) Chlo~lane Cadmium

~ S~ver Zinc
Selenium Mercury Total Nitrogen
Total Phospho~ Total Suspended SoMs Dt~zinofl A

Tot~ DDT Total PC~

automa~ seml~r used under Order 90079. The semplem shall be set to
monitor storms totalling 0.25 Inches or greater of rainfall. The cons~ltmnta to be
analyzed am listed in Attachment C-3. The Phr~.,.pa~ Perrnittee. lot land ~se sitos.
may excJude �o~st~uents from Itm list lhat require grab semiS.
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evaluated, ~ Pnncipal Perrn~e~, =ubtect to the approval of

mon~ Up to an ~lclr~l U’v~e (3) critical =ource=. ot evaluate up to
=dd~t~l ~me (3) BMP sets, o~ some �om~rtat~n thereof totalling thr~e. The
exlent of ,a~:l~xx~al Mo~itonng w~;I be dependent on the Principal Pen’nittee’=
=bil~ to complete the mottm:)nng/evu~uat~n described in(3Xc-d)
tune is needed to �omptete ~¢h ~, t~e extent of the .au~ Motdtodng

4.

The Prirtcil~l Perrn~ee shall, no~ I~t~r ~ 18 months after adonti~n of this Order, Submit
to t~e Execute Off~er fo~ approval ¯ work;~n for performing ¯
analysis for e~.,h of t~ six WMAs to Oetew~te ix~llutant loads entering the ocean from

use ~ n’~ss emissx)n stations (incl~,,~ Oata �o~lected from stabons monitored und~

¯ =luo’y of recehdng wutem ~ by storm watw described in Attachment
to revmions as set form below in (SXd). The purpose of the study wi, be to study the

. .I/nl~s., if any, of ston’n water/non.form ~ discharges on the bene~Jal uses of SantaMon~ca Bay’ and to ===~ the Pemuttees m 0evek:~ng sto~n.water man~gernent

Malibu Creek. through ¯ �ontributX~ M up to ¯ maximum of $145,000.

stomt water o~ the mar~e ber~ic �om’nun~y near the rnou~ of Ba,ona Creek
~1 Malibu Creek, ~mugh ¯ �ontribut~ Of up to ¯ rnax~um of $205,000. If it

=o . .m~e. t u~e go, is of u~e ~ ~,~ters =tuo’y, the Principal
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Tox~Oty Study: The Princi1~ Pen~toe we mulXx~ ~ I~’y 1o ov~k~te ~x~nt
rand water �olUmn~ toxic~y in Ba~a Creek and Mai~bu Creek
�ontnb~bon of up to ¯ ~m of S118.~. ~ ~ m ~ ~ns~ ~
~n~ ~a( I ~i~ year ~ ~ S~ m ~ ~ ~ ~
~ wate~ s~y. ~ p~ p~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~m

~ ~ ~ S3.~.

~ ~y a~er ~ ~m ~ ~ ~ ~ (~ ~) ~ ~

~ ~ ~ ~o ~r of s~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ (~

f. ~ Re~: ~ ~ P~ ~W ~u~ ~ ~

~s year. I~ any tnte~l I~mn~. ~ m~ ~, ~
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ATTACHMEhrl" C-1                                           L

LAND USE SITE SELECTION PROCESS OUTLINE
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AI"rACHMENT C-3 g

LIST OF CONSTITUENTS IN MONITORING PROGRAM
AND ASSOCIATED DETECTION. LIMITS

011 wtd Gm~e 413.2 1
Total P11eno~ 420.1 0.1
CyI~cle ~1S.2 . 0.01
T~empeq~um 1~0.1 . 0- 14

Tot~ Co~om~ 92218 .~nl~100ml rl~’
F~ C~kxln ~221~" ~20n!~V100~
Fer~ SWptCX::~::Cm ~221B" ~20ml~tOOml ~’~

Voiat~ie Suspended Sokls 160.4 iTotal Organic C~rbon 415.1
Total PeVoleurn Hydroosrtxm 418.1 1Finn

Chemical Oxygen ~        410.4                20-E00FFm              IT1
UTom Ammo~.N~c~en 3502 0.11~m

Total KJeldahl NiVogen 3512 0.11Win
NJtrlte-Nib-Jtl 4110"
AJkllinily $10,1
Sped~ Cond~mn~ 120,1 lumh~m
T~t~ Hardnell 1202
MBAS 42&t ~0,S .~L .¥Chk~le 41~0
Fluodde 4110 0,1plum
8uffam 4110"
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Akmnum 202.1

~ 200.2

Beryllium 210.2
Boron 212.3
Cadmium 213.2 lOl~b

Chromium 2t9.2 lOl~bCopr~ 219.2 lOl~bFlex. Chromi~ ?IM <lOmg/L
Iron 236.2 100p~
Lied 239.2 lOl~b
M~gnesk~ 242.1 200p~

Nk:kel 249.2

8ele~m 270.2

z~ 288.2 ~ ~ U

,..o~,~
~ ~ T
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k~ (oont~)            ~2S0

2.3.4,6-Tetmchloropbenol 8250
2,4,5-TiicNotof)her~ 6250 41
2.4,6-Trk;NoKq)tmr~ 8250 41

7,12-Dm~ylbenzla )-anlttmcene 8250

Benzo(b~ I2SO

Dibenzll, h)anthracene        82~0

1.4-OicNombenzene 12S0                  ~0.$
1, 2-Ok~lombenzene 8250 ~0.5

C-13
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~ eoe 0.o5
4, 4’-DOD 60~ ~:0.
4, 4’-DOE e08 ~0.
4, 4’-OOT 60e x0.1 U
Benzaton 815.1
D~dr~ 604 ~0.1
End~u~f~n I eoe <).1
Endosu~n II ~08 ~0,1
Endosu~n ~lf~t~ 608
Endrin 608 ~0.1

G~l:~x~e SIT

Tox~phene. BOB (~1.0

An:clot.1242 608
~-1248 ~0~
Aroclor.1254 60e
ArocJor-12e0 60e

I q

C.15
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VOC~ (~1)          a240A

1, 1.1.Tdchloroelh~e 8240A 1.0
1, l~.T~chlomeffmne 8240A 1.0
1.1.2.Tdchlom-

9

T

Nc n
: T

IJ
I

V
E
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ATTACHMENT C-5

RECEIVING WATERS STUDY
¯
A receiving watert study will be a Joint eff~l among the Un~ of Southern C=lifom~. the UNve~ity
of C~hfom~a at Santa Barl~ra and ~ Southern CaJrfom~ Coastal Watar Research Proje~ (’SCCWRI:P).
In =ddibon. the stuo’y w~l be dooe in cool~rabon w~ an ongo, n9 tox~.~y study by’ inv~t~ators st UCLA.
Co-furKl,llg. either d~’l<;t Or kl t~rms O~ V~$Sel 14.~ppoIl, wdl be I:Xl:)VKNKI by t~e ~ ~ ~h
I~ ,S~a Grant program, a~ by ~t~ CW of Lo~ An~l~ through $CCWRP. It must I~ eo~� I~t
PnnOl~l Pem~N ~ �ornered to ~und~ng a mceN~g water~ study. I~ ~ of Ihat ~udy will be

A. Outline of Study: The receiving waters study Indud~ ¯ ~ etudy to determine the dispersion
of 8tormwater runoff ar~l 8Mocmted =e<l,ment. ¯ iluo’y of It~ bentt~i¢ environment near two
pt~nopal storm dams. Mal,bu and Balk)ne Creeks. and ~n ~Melsmen! of Itm ~ of Ito~m drain
w~tem and altered se~,ment~ near Mahbu ~ Ballona Creeks. The plume $1udy will be �~rried
out by the USC Sea Grant program. The benthi� w~l IOxk:dy studies will be carded out by
SCCWRP. ~1 of ~ studies wdl be ~ out ~ Iw9 ~ lelso~|. ~ Ihe Ihtrd year used
lot analysis of Vte data obtained in ~ prev,oua year~. If It is Itm consensus of I~e projed
I¢~nbsts I~at ¯ thi~l year of research is 8pp,rof~ate for I~e ben~i¢ and toxicW studies, euch Muo~/
Shell be tamed out. F.~t, element o~ t~,ese ~Kl,e= is eut~ed I=elew.

¯
oc~n.    Ev~,mt~ e~ iml:m:~ of st~’m ru~e I:~um~s o~ benefk~i u~es of e~e �oast~

and d~so~d org.n~c materi~ (’OOM’) assocmted WIU~ nx~ff eourceL
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0

w~ pH).

The benthic stay wiJ~ on~oy ~e same mett~Js used in stm,es o¢ dry weather Imc~cts
in river d,scharge ~s corned o~t by SCCWRP in 19g4 end 1995 in b~e enl~ Sotflhem

30 m urchin ferlJlizatJon 1:~8ssoys taken during two storm and one d~y w~athw
event off each o( Ballona and MalJbu Creeks (Jn4:~d~9 mfer~ce sites).

3 Phase I TIE tests on up to 3 sornl~s 8howtn9 k)xJcity In the lee wchin

¯ ~,~ ,.rv~ ,~.*ms o~ ..~im~ ..r,~.. ~ ~o .t.t~s (,~x~
mfemnCel, sales) will be taken 2 braes (I storm end I dry w~athe~ perk)d) in Year T
reference rotes) w~ be taken 2 braes I1 storm and 1 d~y mffter pedod) in Year i2.

one reference) ~ be analyzed ~ Year 2.
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A~ACHME~ D                            ~

GLOS~RY OF ~S
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Good Housekeeping Pr~ctice: A ~ pract~ related to the ~. use, or cleanup
performed ill a manner ~ I1’unin’~es the d~?,c~trge ~ pollut,tn~. E.~rt11~s include IP4Jrt::~tsi~ only the
~luant~/of matenaf$ to be ~ at ¯ g~,en brae. use of =~temaWe =nd less harmful IXcx:luct=, �teani~ up
sp~lls and leaks, ~d storing matonals in ¯ manner that w~l contain any leaks or

Hazardous Material: Any material deSned ms hazardous by Chapter 0.9~3 of the C~lifomla Health
Safety Code. This includes any rnatenal t~L because of ~ts quantity, concenbation, ot physical o~’ chemical
ch~ractensSc~, poses ¯ =~gniScant present o~ potent~l hazard to human hea~ and eal~y o~ to the
environment if released into the worklNace O~ the

HmzardOul 8ubetancl: /u~y substance designated pursuant to 40 CFR 302. Thi~
hmzardous substances whi¢~ I= ¯ =o~I waste, is ~eSned in 40 CFR 26S.2, which I= not exckKled from
r~gulat)on all I h~zardous waits under 40 CFR 261.4(b), I= ¯ hmzardoul lul:~tance und~ section 101(14)
of t~e CWA if it ixh=brt~ any of ~ chatactmrisbc= ident~ed in 40 CFR ~61,20 th~ouolt 261.24,
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Los Angeles C~unly Mur~cipal Storm Water Per/nit
Order No. 96-XXX                                        CAS614001

Im:lu~tdal AcUylty: The term "lndusVt41 ~ is defined in 40 CFR 122.26(b){14) ~ refers to
�~teOones of acbvd~es roquirod to obtain ¯ Nabonal Pollutant D~,charge EIm’dnaSon System (NPOES) permit
k:,’ storm water d~charges assocmte<l ~ "industrial mcb’vW" ms required I~ 40 CFR 122.26(�). See
Phase I Fac~lmes.

IndustdaPComrnerclal Fo¢llity: Any facility Involved ~nd/o~ used in t~e iP~xluctlon, rnanufac~ro, Moraoe.
b’anslportatJon, distnbubon, excha~Oe or sale of 9<xxl$ ~nd/or co~’nodd]es, and any, fa~lW Involved end/or
used in providing pmfossional and non-professkp~a/servk~e$. This ¢ltegoqt, of facili?y incJudes, ~ is
li~ted to, on), fo~l~/deSned by the St~nd:rd Industnol Cmss~.at~ons (SIC:). Focil~/ownership (Parietal,
state, municipal, pnvmte) rand proSt motive of ~ facddy mrs no~ factorl in this deitnitioa.

Integrated Pest Manaooment (IPM): A philosophy, of pest ~men! tl~t considers the whole
ecosystem when determinin0 the pest �ontro~ sbttegms. This philosophy’ en~e| use of ¯
ot controls, w~ ¯ preference for mec~n~,al �onVots (e.g., mowing) ond bkpioOical controls (e.g., beneficial
insects, pheromones) before chern~at controls (e.O., pest~des).

Judsdktlon: The term "jui~sdiction’, when used in connection w~h ¯ Pern’dttee, meinl the geogmphk:
¯ ma within b~e Perm~ttee’s bo~ndmhes that ml required under t~is Older to be under the Pem~tee’s
mguilto~y �ontrol The term is not intended to include f~c~lrbes which the Pem~ee is preempted
otherwise prorJuded from regulating, such as federal lind state f~Ji~be$, SC/XX:4 distrk:t~, end
~nln’~ntal (non.4’n4Jhic~poliy owned or opellted) entices.

I0 require control of pollutant ~),Jrces ~nd regulate the discharge of pollut~nt~ to the storm drain r/~tem,
end Io enter into Intemgency ~greement~. �onlr~’t~. ~nd memomndum~ of undemtanding. Thel~ powef~
~1 granted to the Permittees b,/the Consbtubon of t~e State of Cohfo~ MKI the GeneraJ Laws of th4
State (for General Law Cibes/Counties) or ind~al consbtuSons (f(x Charter CiSes/Coun~s). These
powors m i~’omulgated by the P.m’dtt~ tl~’ough the# mu~ codes, ordinances, w~d statutos duly

proct~aipie, it is the maximum extent IX~sible taking into account equitable �onsideration and competing
f’4¢ts, iflch.Rling, but not 5rrdted to: the gravity of ~ problem, public health risk, societal �oncern,

implementabil~, cost and technical foa$1bility. MEP rofers to storm water mlnigement programs as a
whole and not for individual BMPs. (Section 402(p}(3XB){iii) of the Clean VYiter,A~t requires that mun~
~ "...shah require controls to reduce the discharge of poilu,ants to the maximum e3d~ont ~ble,
~ m,rmgement ~. control t~hr~es a~d r/stem, dean ond enOineering methods.
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Los AngelesCounty Munidl~l Ston’n W~ter l:~rmi~ ¯
Order No. 9~.-XX.X                                   CAS614001

I)~)a~�~rn~te ~ organisms therlirt, Or

nThe ~etect~bte Inputs of ~ poa~tant am It ¯ ~ h~h enough 1o be oonlk~ld ~ Imdc ~
human~ ~’~or flora and MunL

Fo~ example. Po, utant~ of �oncern for ~ ~ ~ Br/Water~hed Management Ar~ inckx~. DOT.
PCBs. PAH$. Chlordane. TBT. cadmium, chromium, copper, le~d. n~..kel. IJlvM. zinc. pathogens. TS~
(~e~l~q~ent). nutrients, trash and Oebn$. chlorine, oxygen 0ernand~ng lul~.tancel. Ind oll Ind

Pollution Prevention: lnd~del any plarmtr~. Ichedules o~ IctJv~el. prohibitions of prlctlcel.
Iml~ementabon mainlenlnce pn~edum$, lnd o~he~ n~t pelCbCel, Io prevent Or mduc~
in ~ weter I urban runoff di~:haroel.

respon$il~e for oenerol odr~nml]lbon Of me pern~ and �oord~no~O �ooperatio~ by ~ Pom~oee,

Public Agency Vehicle Malatenance/M~ehll $lor~e Flclllty: Any Pemlit~ee-ow~d wx:l/or oFerl~�l
Mccoy ma! is: used fo~ vehic~ o( eq~’nent m~ntenonce, repot, washing, o~ fueling: w~d/or i~ req~md

R~loall ~cmrd: The membml ot Cilitornm Regional W~ter (:~lity Conbol ~ ~ Ig~ ~ ~T

primary respon~bility for the coordination and �on~n~ o~ ~ qu,ility. This meant the California Regional

requires no~ficat~n purm.~nt to 40 CFR 302 in ~v~nt ol It~ quan~y ~
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Los .~v~}etes County Municipal ~ Water Permit                                               ~f
Order No. ~                                               ~14~1

0
SIC: ~ ~ I~ ~

8~: ~ ~ R~ ~ ~
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County Munidpal Storm Water Pemdt
Order No, 96-XX.X                                           CAS614001

I~e f~t planning ~ buik~,ng approval fat

Utrough incoqxntX)n of de$~n e~n~nt~ end IXa~x~s mat addrm each of the k~ving goal=:

mmaxlmize, to the extent pmCtJclb~. ~to~’m w~’
~ed~rnent ~’aps, �~tem$ or olher meanl~

ern~nlm~ze, to the extent pmctP.ab~e, parking

Toxic Pollutant: Thole "pollutant=’. or �onibinatio~$ of polutantl, defied in $ect~xt ~)21131 of 3071e)(11
of tt~e federal Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C,§1362(13)),

U$£PA: Urdtad States E~tal ~ Agency

Watershed Marmgement
NPDES storm water permit �onsisting of

River, and Ballona Cm~k end other urban ames d~:l’mrging to Ihe Santa Monk:a Bay watm, l~led~

Wmhed Management Area Plan (WMAP):

pollutants of concern, and BMPI Itmt am unKlu~ to the I~ W~lerMmd Mlma~mnt ~

W.tamhed Man.gement Commlttae (WMC):
Permittee in ¯ Watershed Management Area. Duties Inctude estabiLshing 9oals and objecth~

j D-13
r
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Memorandum

I~ , Catherine Tyrrell ~te, 23 May 1996
Assistant Executive Officer                       "
Los A~geles RWOCB

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
Jorge A. Le~n
Senior Staff Counsel

|TATR MATER R~J0ORC~| t’OtlTROL

~11 Code

~e~t, LOS ANGELES COUNTY STORM WATER TENTATIVE PERMIT -
RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

This memo recommends that the Receiving Water Limitations
provision in the draft permit for Los Angeles County and the 85
co-permittee cities be revised to provide for required
activities in the event that monl~orlng shows exceed¯noes of
narrative limitations, as included in the December 18, 1995
draft version.

The December 18, 1995 version of the draft permit =ontalns~ ¯
"Receiving Water Limits" provision that provided for
limits and, in the event of exceedances, required activities
that, if implemented, assure that the permlttees are not
held in violation of the permit. However, later versions
including the May 15, 1996 version of the draft permit deleted
the contingency actlvi~les language and provide that "so long
as [the permittees] are in compllance with the Storm Water
Management Program Requirements set forth in this Order’,
will not be found to be in vlolatlon of Ehe permit. It
not provide for additional required activities to control the
discharge of pollu~anta.

Since the development of this alternatlve language, the Central
Valley Regional Board has adopted a storm water permit for
Sacramento County that more closely resembles ~he Los Angeles
Regional Board’s December 18, 1995 verslonin that it ~nclu~es
additional required activities to address exceedances, prior
concluding that no permit violation will be foun~.



I recommend thai ~he Receiving Water Limitalions provision in
the draft permit for Los Angeles County be revised to include
the language contained in ~he December 18, 1995 draft, or
similar language, in light of the Central Valley Regional
Board’s action. While it is In all parties’ interest that a
permit adopted by the Regional Board not pu~ the
into instan~ noncompliance, It is more defensible against
challenge to include language ~hat requires specific actlvltlea
required to implemen~ the purposes of the Clean Water Act to
effectively control discharges of pollutants into storm water
conveyances.                                                               .,

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me at
(916) 657-2428.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD--
V

LOS ANGELES REGION

@
~,101 (INHIt ~ ~

¯ T.

Mi¢..~I I. Kes~on
Ch~i.n~n

MIK:~

~ co: Robert Ghb’eili
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AMERICAN OCEANS CAMPAIGN

May 15, 1996                                                           G~
P.,cha~ C~a~W

Mr. Michael Keston, Chair
California Regional Water Quality Control Board                      .s~.~,
Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Ddve
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

May 14, 1996

Dear Chairman Keston:

I am writing to ask that you share with your colleagues on the Los
r-OUN~Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board the correspondence su~ters

directed to you that deals with the municipal stormwater permit. ,-,-,¢,.--- ’

Individuals and organizations interest~:~ in the municipal stormwater
permit have identified you, as the appropriate individual representing
the Board, to be the recipient of their mail. Many have made the
assumption that you would make this correspondence available to your ~-. "
colleagues on the Board. I realize that you will not be voting on this
issue and that a new Chair will be presiding at the July 15 meeting
when the municipal stormwater permit decision is scheduled. In o.,,~,~, Uaddition, I now understand that you have no formal obligat~n ~ eider
copy other Board members or compile a file that would be available to
all Board members ~ pe~.

As a matter of good government, I believe that this correspondence
shot,N I~ shared. This mail was not direch~:~ to you I:~r~nally. I:~t as a
representative of the decision making body on this issue. Many of us
assumed, if erroneously, that the letters would as a matter of course    ~,,,..           ~’~
be made available to the Board as a whole.

I strongly urge you to allow the voices of those who have taken the ,-,.,.,~..,"’~"-- ’
initiative to write to be heard by the other Board members.

o ..^ ,, ,,_~,es~,_~cuu,,)., ,~ .

__------’
-./’ Executive Director

~~.~

¯ ~ cc: Board members
~v,~e-~J $ ~ 725 Arizona A’.~",ue. S~te 102 Santa Mot.ca. CaJ~forn~a 90401 (310) 576-6162 FAX ~310) 526-61~0
~,..~,~ ~.~ 235 Permsylvan~a Avenue SI~ Wash,n~on. D.C. 20003 (202) 544-3,,~26 FAX (202) 544-56~5
,,,c~,c~,, 1"100 ~ Av~je. S4~te 10~ Sear~e, Was~ngton 98’101 (~) 6~2-5044 FAX (20~) 622-8/13
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May 14, 1996

To: Mr. Jim Noyes From: Catherine Tyrmll
LACDPW CRWQCB-LA
(818)4 58-4022 FAX (213)266-7515

(213)268-7626 FAX

!

NUMBER OF PAGES SENT (Including this one)    1

MESSAGE: Last week Cados Urrunaga phoned Joanne Sturges regarding the use of
the County Board of Supervisors hearing room at Don’s suggestion.
Cados visited the hearing room and has since reserved it for our July 15,
1996, Board meeting. We plan on sending an official request for use of
the hearing room today but have been advised by County staff that there
may be some charges for use including some insurance questions. We
were told that a County Supervisor or Department head could use the
room free of charge by request. Would you please make the request for
the hearing room on our behalf?

Please call me at (213) 266-7515 so that we can talk about this.

Thanks,

¯
Catherine TyrreH
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_CALIFORNIALos ANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
"~1 CENT|E ~ ~

May 13. 1996

Ms. Joanne Sturges, Executive ~                                                      q
County of Los Angeles
Board of Supervisors
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administratkxl
500 West Temple Street, Room 383
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: USE OF COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEARING
ROOM FOR A PUBUC HEARING

On Ju~y 15, 1998, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board. Los Angeles Regk:m,
will be holding a Board meeting and publk: heanng. The main item on the IKlenda is a ~torm
water discharge permit for the munir.Jpalit~es of Los Angeles County. The audience is
expected to be off’~als representing the mur~opakties in Los Angeles County. federal Mid                     ,
atata agencies, and members of the business community and public in Los Angeles Counly.
Total attendance Js expected to reach 300 people, which ou~ regular meeUng place cann~
accommodate. It is for the lack of space at ou¢ regular meebng place that we request the tree
of the County of Los Angeles Board of SupentJso~ hearing room for Monday, July 15. 1996. U
The Board meeting and public hearing will begin at 9 am and may continue until 3 pro. ~
equipment consisting of a separate sl~e and overheed projector will be Wovkled by our ofr~e.
However, we request the use of the following County equipmefl(: C
¯ A VCR with monitor, and
¯ Microphones and amplification for the Board members and Ihe mxiienos. U

Please advise us of any requirements that will be placed upon the State for the use of the

If any further information is needed please call me at (213) 266-7510 or have your
contact Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

 nosr .

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env. ~,.~.~.,_.:~
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¥CAUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
lOS ANGELES REGION

~ 0

M~y2, 1996

Am), Glad

9Execuliv¢ Vice Presidem.
BIA of Southern California
1330 South Valley Vista Drive              "
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

FAX: (909) 396-1571

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMrr: REVISED DRAFT OF DEVELOPMKN’r
PLANNING/CONSTRUCTION SECTION

Dear Am),:

To follow-up our recent discussion. I am sending you ¯ draft copy of the latest revision of th~ ~ ....~requirements for Development Planning/Construction. It has been greatly reviscd from the ,

municipalities, and environmental groups. The County of Los Angele~ greatly assisted in the
revision.                                                                            ~J

If you would like to discuss the revised draft further, please do not hesitate to call me at               ~
(213) 266-7515.
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IlL PROGRAM     REQUIREMENTS                   DEVELOPMENT
CONSTRUCTION

DEVELOPMENT PLANNINO

I. Cmm~_’wlde (’~nmidellne~

The Principal Permittce in consultation with the Pennitteea ahall
develop, ~ part of the Countywide Storm Water Management Plan
(CSWMP). recommended Best M~gement Practic~ (BMPs)
use during planning m~! permitting of all development pmject~
requiring discretionary approval by 18montl~ after nermit
~ The BMPs ahali inchgie:

L Site planning
ii. Pmt-�omtruction be~t manasement ~ and
iii. Redevelopment and infill

The m:ommendatiom ahall �omider the type of development and
the potential for storm water pollution when detetmini~ the
applicability ofBMP~. Cmt effectivene~ ease of maintenance and
mmisten~y with other environmental mandat~ may be g~tside~ed.

t~m~nendatiom shall include BMPs which can be used to
maintain peak runoff mte~ at wedevelopment iev~h to the
maximum extent feasible.

b. The Principal Pennittee in consultation -with the Pennittees shall
develop no later than 6 months aem" Executive Officer approval of
the BMPs in lll.A.i.a. Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigatioa
Plans and guidelines for their pr~matien. The Plato shall
incorporate the appropriate elements of the t~mmmended BMPs in
the Countywide Guidelines. At the minimum, standard plans and
guidelines shall be ~ for the following developmem
categories: i) a i 00+ home subdivision, ii) a 10-home subdivision,
iii) a 100,0004- square-foot �ommen:ial development, iv) an
automotive repair shop, v) a retail gasoline outlet, vi) a ~mmumat,
and vii) a hillside-located single-family dwelling.

2. Prior~fintion of Development Proi__,~

a. ~ axe development and redevelopment projects
which the Building Official (or equivalent municipal authority)
determines may have a potential significant effect on storm water
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b. ~ a~e development and redevelopment woject~
which the Building Official (or equivalent municipal authority)
determines will not have a potential significant impact on storm
water quality.

A, part of the CSWMP. the Principal Permittee, in consultation with the
Perrnittee~. shall develop a documented system, ~uch
determining "potential significant effect" a~ well ~ a list of specifically
exempt projecta by 18 month~ after _eermit adoption. Each Permittee $hall
incorporate a substantial|), similar system into their procedure, no later
than 6 month, after the appn)val of the documented tystem by the
Executive Officer.

The documented ,~y~tem tJutll consider location of the project with re~e~
to designated environmentally sensitive are~ and the tiope and ermion
potential of the ~ite and surrounding

In order to integrate ~torm water management �omiderafiottt into
dir~’retionary development pmject~ at the time that they ate f’u~t ptopoled
to juriuliction& and to support other pmviaions of thia

develop, a$ part of the Countywide Plan, storm water management
$,uidelinea to use in preparing/reviewing CEQA doctm~tt, and in
linking storm water quality mitigation conditions to local
discretionary projoct appmv~lt by 18 month~

The guideline, shall addr=ss the presentation or
that provide water quality benefitt such a, riparian ~hrridor~ and
wetlands and promote protection of the biological integrity of
drainase ~ystetm and water bodiet.

Each Permittee shall review the Guidelines for the ~ of
making appropriate modifications in their internal proocdure, no
later than 6 month~ after the Regional Board Executive Officer’s
approval of the Guideline,.

b. Each Permittee shall include watershed and storm water
management considerations in the process whenever a Permittee
engage~ in a significant t~’write of the Permitme’s ~ Plaa
element~ for:.

R0031967

!



R0031968



~ Sacramento. CA. 199Z their t~visions, the ~ounty~d¢ Sto~
" OWat~ M~8~ent PI~ ~~t No. EPA 840 B 92~2

(! ~3), ~ simil~ ~s for s~ific g~ on ~l~fing ~-              ~
~don B~Ps for ~g ~llu~ in ~o~ ~
di~

Develo_m’r Information Pro_re’am

The Principal Permittee shall develop a model program by ~
W.J~liL.g~ to inform develope~ seeking discr~donm’y approvals
about:

L Development and �o--on storm water management;
b. Maximization of pervious areas and storm water infiltration (whet~

geology and topography permit);
�.    Cost effective storm water pollution control messmes.

The program shadl provide specific guidmge on selecting BMPs ~o reduc~

appropriate BMPs. educmional m~eti~ls ~�l r~ference ~he /~
Management Practicex Handbooks. California ~torm Water ~ail~ Trek
Force. Sacramento. CA. 1992. their revision.% ~he Countywide Ouidelin~,
Document No. EPA 840 B 92-002 (199~) and similar matmials.

[ ft. Address multiple amsU’ucfion activity related pollutmnts;

I iii. Focus on BMPs such as source minimization, educatio~
good housekeeping, good waste management, and good

t~m~es~,_~. ~ ~ ~ 21
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iv. Target construction areas and activities with the potential to
generate significant pollutant loads;

v. Require retention on the site, to the maximum extent
practicable, of sediment, construction waste and other"
pollutants from construction activity;

vi. Require, to the maximum extent practicable, management
of excavated soil on site to minimize the amount of
sediment that ~ to stre~-t~ drainage facilities, or

.̄ adjoining properties;

vii. Require, to the maximum extent practicable, us~ of
structund drainage controls to minimiz~ the csenp~ of
sediment and other pollutants from the site.

viii. Require, to the maximum extent practicable, containment of
non-storm water from equipment and vehicle washing
construction sites, unles.5 treated to remove sediments and

C~nngtructlon (~ontrol Mem~u~

Each Permittec shall develop ¯ regulatory program for constngtiott
activities consistent with the Countywid~ Cmidcline~ no later than
6 months after the Regional Board Executive Officer’s approval of
the minimum recommended requirements ~d BMPs in III.B.I.~..
The Program shall r~uire, prior to the issuance of any buildin~ or
grading permit, preparation of appropriate v~ weatl~ m’osion
control and storm water pollution prevention plmu which include,
by detail or reference, all appropriate construction BMPs contained
in the Countywide Guidelines.

Priority Project plans must incluck a narrative discussion of the
reasons used for selecting or rejecting th~ BMPs. In lien of ¯
narrative, the project architect or engineer of r~ord may sign ¯
statement on the plan to the effect: As th~ 8rchitect/enginecr of
record, 1 have selected appropriate BMPs to effectively minimize
the negative impacts of this project’s consmgtion activities
storm water quality. The project owner and contractor are
that the selected BMPs must be installed, monitored, and
maintained to ensure their effectiveness. The BlvlPs not selected
for implementation are redundant or deemed not applicable to the
proposed �onsuucfon activities.

b.    Each Pennittee shall implement a procedure by ~
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permit for devclopment~ with d ter
J~ unless the applicant can show tl~t I) a Notice of Intent (NOI) to

comply ~th the State Construction Activity Storm Water Permit
has been filed and 2) a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) has-been prepared.

a. The Principal Permigtee~ in �omultation with the Permittee~ siudi
develop a model �omtngtion activity inspection program, which
inch~les checldists, by 14 montl~ after De~rnlt adoration_ T~
model program shall include but not be limited to:

i. Pro~ure~ for �omtngtion ait~ inspcctiom;

ii. Procedures to requir~ corrcctiv~ action be undertaken by
�ontractor~ at noncomplying siteg

iii. Pmcedure~ for enforcement action against noncomplying
�onstn~on activity; and

iv. ~ tr~ng for. priam m~

b. Each Pcrmitt~ shall implement a �omtruction ~viti~ inspection
program containing all elements of tbe mockl no later than 6
montlu after the Regional Board Egegtltiv¢ Offig~l~$ 8ppgOVlJ of
tbe model program. The program may be integrated with the
Permigteea regular program of con.stmction impection for maximum
efficienT.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

.~)

~12e.

Mr. Harry W. Stone, Director
Department of Public Work~
County of Los Angeles
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL STORM
WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND CO-PERMITTEE$
(NPDES No. CA0061654, Cl 6948)

In order to demonstrate continued compliance with the Municipal Storm Water Discharge
Permit, the Permittee$ should submit the following to your

i. A letter stating that the Permiltee has continued to implement BMPa and other
activities submitted in previous Annual Reports; and                                   .~ ,~.

b. A summary list (a list in bullet form is acceptable) of any programs and BMPI
implemented within the Permittee’s jurisdiction for storm water management for the

Uperiod between July 1, 1995 - June 30, 1996.

The Permittees should also take this opportunity to highlight any noteworthy
accomplishments within the last permit year.

Your office, as Principal Permittee, should gather the information submitted into a single
summary report. Please submit the summary report to this Regional ’Water Quality
Control Board by July 1, 1996.

Also, please note that Phase III Permittees should submit information in compile .rice with
Section 4.0 of the current Permit.
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Mr. Harry W. Stone
Apdl 29, 1996
Page 2

If you should have any questions in regards to this letter or the Storm Water Program in
general, please call Catherine Tyrrell at (213) 266-7515 or have your staff contact Dr.
Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.                    _~L~

ROBERT P, GHIRELLI, l.lnv.
Executive ofrN:er

cc: Jorge Le~)n. Of~:e of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Donald Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

U
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
~.~       ~,.~ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~mo sou114 ~lt~OWT AV~

~~~~

m~v~

"Ms. Catherine Nrell
California Regional Wa~er ~allty

Control Board, ~s ~geles Region --
~01 Centre Plaza Dr£v@ -.--
MontereF Park, ~ 91~54-215~ "     -.

PROPO$~ ~DE$ PE~IT ~PTION 8~~            "

A~ ~he Apr~l 16, 1996 Executive Adv~so~ Co~ee (~C) Meeting,
~he ~C ~e~ers e~ressed concern regarding your pro~sed NPDES
Municipal Pe~i~ adop~lon schedule. I~ ~s our ~ders~andlng
~he schedule is as follows~

Actl vl ty C~mD1etion
Mall ou~ Res~nse to Co~ents and Draf~ ~e ~rtlTentative Order (Pe~L~) (Including fac~
~o Pedigrees and Interested

Workshop with Stakeholders

~adllne for ~nts

Regional Board Mee~ng for Considera~ ~ly 15
of Tentative Order

We are conceded ~ha~ you have no~ al1~d suffLclen~ ~Lme for ~ur
s~aff ~o res~nd to co~en~s received fr~ circulation of ~he
Tentative Order.

I~ is also our ~ders~anding ~ha~ ~he Tentative Order cLr~lated
for commen~s ~n la~e April will ~ ~he same Tentative O~er
presented to the Regional Board.    Your Res~nse
received on the April circulation of the Tentative Order will
presented to the Regional Board as a separate item. This insures
that the Regional Board views the same pe~it as that cLr~lated,
and also reviews the co~ents received on the ~.
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Ms. Catherine Tyrrell V
April 23, 1996

O
Page 2

The EAC would appreciate a written response to confirm the schedule
and identifying the process for adoption of the Permit.

If youhave any questions° please contact me at (818| 458-4014.

Very truly yours,

Execu~Ave Advisory Committee t"hai~

�,\~les\pt~16ep.och
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~,~. Ma~k Pisano
Exe¢ufive Director

9SCAG
S ] 8 West Seventh Street
12th Floor
Los Angeles, Ca 90017-3435

1996 ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNM£NTS GENERAL ASSEMBLY, STANDING
COMMrIWEE ON PLANNING o Item 4.1

Havins jus~ received the agenda and attachments for the April !i meeting of’the Standing
Committee on Planning, ! was very much surprised to find that the dr~’t letler to the Regional
Board (included in the packet as ailachment 4. I) did not resemble my recollections of" the                , -
discussion and recommendations made by the E£C when ] spoke to them on M~ch 7, ]99~.              ;-

The message I cm’ried to the EEC, one which is of" utmost importance to the RegionaJ Board, n
is ear commitment to work with the municipalities of Los An|ele$ C~oun~ to develop

I Uand impiemen! ¯ successful stare wller/urbln I’~nolT Inana|emell| prO|him, | ~J~o |
indicated thai the schedule for Board consideration of the permit had been delayed until July
! 5 to provide more opportunity for dialogue and review by municipalities. Your cirri1 letter
do~s not in amy way reflect SUch ¯

Although I would very much like to be at the Planning Committee’s meetin8 (and have
accepted your invitation to s~eak at ¯ General Assembly workshop Friday morning), I am
already obligated to meetings in Sacramento on Thursday. Therefore, ! aak Iltst ymt                  .
provide this letter to committee member~ and convey my request th¯! they delay
¯ pproval of this letter until you can arrange meetings between concerned SCAG elected
officiah and myself.

When I spoke with the EEC, I also promised them tw~ pieces of information which were not
yet available. The first is the summary of the epidemiologic study conducted of 15,000
swimmers in Santa Manic¯ Bay this summer. At the time of the EEC meeting we
anticipated this historic study would be available in early April. It is now scheduled for
release in early May. A summary will be forwarded to you promptly at that time.                               "

../~
The second item I promised when completed is a summmy analysis of contaminant~ in storm P ~’
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V
w~ter. The ar~checl materi-d w~s compiled by USEPA for ~e April i R~gion~ Bo~d S~

0
~ Se~ion on ~e pe~i~. Add~tion~ly, l~e includ~ ~ ~icle from ~e Sou~em Co~ Wat~

R~ch Proj~t 1991-92 Annu~ Ke~ ~ich I ~ought ~ ~ninent to EEls r~u~

SCAG h~ developed a ve~ e~ective net~rk o~ elect~ o~ci~ �ommi~ ~d pm~d~ a                ~
~nderful op~nuni~ for d,~ogue a~ut im~n~t region~ issues. However. g~d d~i~ons
~uire accurate information ~d a f~r he~ng. I ~sl that you ~II pro~de ~e Region~
Wa~er QuaIi~ Comrol Board ~lh ~lh ~ ~uilable hearing ~d ~ op~n~i~ ~ pm~de
accurate info~alion on our e~o~ m improve waler qu~i~ for ~e ci~ns of ~s AngeI~
Co~.                                                                                    ~

Sincerely.

Ca~eRae ~II
~s~t Ex~utive O~¢er. Su~ace W~ ~~
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Surface Runoff to 0
the Southern California Bight g
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V
water )’car to run from S,:ptcmher 146.2 x IO~ m~). The flow gauge Calleguas Creek.

~ I to August 31 ~’causc the first on the lower rwcr registcn~d flow Callcguas C’re~k drains 837
storm of.the study occurn~d in on only 18 days in 1987 and 22 km~, including the rapidly
~ptemher 1986 after five monthsdays in 1988. Runoff from one growing Simi Valley, Thousand
of no precipitation, storm in February 1988 was 72%Oaks, and Camarilla, and

of the gauged Ilow for that year. empties into the ocean through
Most of the di~harge from the Mugu Lagoon. The channel ts

I~esults ri~:r occurred from January moderately developed du~ to

Santa Clara River through March. levees, agriculture, and urban

The Santa Clara River is 155 km Eleven runoff samples w~re and suburban developn~nL

long. drains an area of 4.2 i 9 km:.collected from storms that oc- Five municipal wastewater

and empties into the ocean south cuffed in September 1986 and treatment plants discharged

of Vcntura. ]’he drainage basin is
January 1987. The flow increase 87,(300 mVday (23 mgd) into ’

moderately developed with large during the S~ptcmher 1986 storm the creek during the stud),.

reservoirs, extensive Iev,.’cs. and was small and not recorded by the Discharge from Calleguas
flow gauge. Discharge during the Cn:~k during the 1987 water,agricultural diversions along the January 1987 storm (3.6 x IU~ m~) y~ar (21.7 x I0~ m~) and lh~coastal plain. In the las~ 50 kin. .,

the river flows over a l~rmeahle,
was 13% of the annual discharge. 1988 water year (31.3 x I0~ m~)

sandy, alluvial plain and flow One non-storm sample was was 5% of th~ Iotal gauged
collected in October 1986. Eleven runoff to the SCB. Dischargerarely reaches th~ ocean excepl     sampl~s w~re analyzed for sus-

during the 2-y~ study wzsduring storms. Annual rainfall pended solids and chlorinated 59% and 93% of dm Iong-l~’mrang~ from 35 cm al IJ~ mouth    hydrocarbons and I0 s~mples
annual mean ( 1969-89:35.2 xof the river to 90 cm in ~e moun- were analyz~l for u~ce meals I0~ mS). High nows (>0.8 mVs)rains (Brownlie and Taylor 198 I). (Table i). Most constituents were
occurred 12% of the daysDischarge from the Santa

~ Clara River during the 1987 watercorrelated with flow and su~- during 1987 and 17% of the

year (0.9 a !0~ m~) was 0.2% ofpendcd solids (Table 2). The days during 1988, and

the total gauged runoff to the
volume of discharge from the counted for 29% and 51% of "

SCB; discharge during the 1988
Santa Clara River increased by the the annual discharge. Most

water year (28.4 ~ I0~ m~) wasnearly 3200% from the first study of the discharge from C.alleguas

4.2% of the to~l discharge to the
year to the s~cond. E~timates of Creek occurred from December

__~SCB. Discharge during the 2-yearconstituent mass emissions through Ma~h.

study was <1% and 19% of the increased by a similar amount Nine runoff samples were

long-term annual mean (1950-88:(Tables 3a,b). collected from Calleguas C~ek

.720.* .797,* .830** .656°* .600**
.604** .730** .761.* .547**

.507** .787** .514. .787** .872** .891,* .811.* .560** .642**

.659** .829** .934** .910.* .730** .664** .606**

.481.* .813.* .g’/2** .926** .508** .544** .652**

.691.* .736** .905** .883** .734** .509** .428*

.671,* .845** .908** .914.* .648** .572** .471.*

.764** .697** .673** .533* .527* .690** .674** .692** .557** 397*

~ 492.* .40~** .611.* .407*
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during storms in .~:ptcmher 1986 through Ballona Wetlands. The Fift(x-n runoff sarnpIcs wc~

and January 1987. These storms crock was once the oudct of the coll¢~:tcd from Ballona

accounted fo¢ 1.4% of Ih¢ dis- Los Angeles River. The channel during storms in .qcptcmher 1986,

charge volume in 1986-8"/and is extensively developed as ¯ January 1987, and March 198"/.

1.8% of the di~harge volume in result of urbanization and con-
Discharge during the storms
averaged 2.4 x lip m) {range: 0.7-

1987-88. ()r~ non-storm sample crete channclization.
was taken in Octoher 1986. Ten

Discharge from Ballona Creek 4.5 x liP mS). The three storms

runoff samples were analyzed for during the 1987 water year (21.8 accounted for 3.4%, 9. 1%, and

suspcnd~:d solids and chlorinatedx liP m~) was 4% of the total 20.5% of the total annual dis-

hydrocarbons, and nine samples guagcd runoff to the SCB; dis- charge volumc. Two non-storm

were analy~,£d [or trace metals charge during the 1988 water yearsamples were colh:cted in

(Table !). The concentrations of
(51.5 x lip m~) was 8% of the her 1986 and .qcptemher 198"/.

most constituents w~re correlated
total guagcd runoff to the SCB. ,~:,¢ventoen samples were analyzed

with suspended solids, hut not Ballona Creek contributed 58% of for suspended solids. 16 samples

with flow (Table 2). The total the total runoff to Santa Monic¯
were analyzed for trace metals,

volume discharged from Bay in 198./and ./i% in 1988. and 15 samples were analy;,gd

Callcguas Crock increased 44% Discharge during the 2.year studychlorinated hydrocarbons

from 198./to 1988 and so did the
was ,18% and 133% of the long- I). The concentrations of most

mass emission estimates (Tables term annual mean (1928-89:38.7
constituents were correlated with

3a,b).
x I0’ mS). High flows (>0.06 ms/ suspended solids, but not with
s) occurred 5% of the days during flow (Table 2). Flow-weighted

Ballona ~reek. 1987 and i !% of the days during
mean concentrations at high flow

Ballona Creek drains 232 km~ of 1988, and accounted for 54% and
were two to seven times greater

urbanized, predominantly residcn-
82% of the annual discharge, than flow.weighted mean

tial, Los Angeles. The crock
Most of the discharge from the trations at low flow (Table I).

originates northeast of Baldwin creek occurred from November
High flow discharge accounted

Hills and empties into the ocean through Man:h.

Callfoffda ~9ht betwee~ Septeml)ef ,. ¯ ~--

Sam¯ CLara Ri~ 0.8"/ 862 I 52 48 29 7S 227 02 0.04

Caliegum CRck 21.7 14,4~$2 65 2.407 1,73:$ 1,544 607 4,228 3.8 4.1

Balk~a Ocd~ 1,632 462 3.354 8.9"/6 2. ! 2.0

High Flow I I.~ 4,’/08 39 440 0.?

Low Flow 10.0 1390 I:$ 11’7 60~ 194 ~$18 2.067 0.~

Lo~ Angeles Riv~ 8372 2.97] 14,682 ~7.,192 9.7 !$.$

Iligh Flow 01.0 "/2.437 202 2.609 1.9

Low ~ 95.4 6,799 402 1,055 1,628 1,24~ 2,202 "/,756 1.0

03
Sanm An¯ Rives 17.658,060

<4~
San Diego Rives 20.0    5,6~’/ 192      ~00 48 541 I.’/02

Tijuana Rive" 10.2 43.883 52 1,870 4,251
1.17g 10,051 I 1.706 2,5 6.4

~o. p’.DDT ÷ p.p’-DDT ÷ o. P"’DOE ~" p’ p’’DDE ÷ °" P’’DDD * I~ p’’DDD

aArodo¢ 1242 ÷ Arock~ 12:54                                                                                              .--------
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Taylor 1981). The Santa Aaa
from the river occurred fromRiver basin is extensively devel-
January through April last few kilornete:,~ of the channel

~ olx’d w~th water diversions for" Nine~n runoff samples wr.xe rainfa.U varie.5 from 23 cra on themunicipal and agricultural ~ collected from two storms in �oast~! plain to 81 cm in theflo~J control, and hydroelectric
January and April 1988. The mountains (Brownlie and Taylorpla~L~ Inputs from four municipal
January storm was 17%, and the 1981). Approximately 21% of thewtstewater treatment pl.tnL~ (5.7 x April storm was 2%, of the annual

basin is urban and suburban,10~ m3/day, i~) mgd) augment
flow. One non-storm sample was is agriculture, and the W.mainingthe flow. Approximately 33% of collected in Deceml~.r 1987.the basin is urb,tn and suburban, 775, is native vegetation (Depart.Twenty samples were anaJy-z~     me, at of Water R~sources 1987).105, is agriculture, and 575, is
for suspended solids and trace

Discharge from the San Diegonative v~getation (Department of
metah, and 19 samples we~ River during the 1987 water yearWater Resources 1982, 1985). analyzed for tot,tl DDT and total

(20.0 x 10’ m~) and the 1988Disch~ge from the Santa Ans i~B (’Table 1). The �onccnlra- water ye~ (30.5 x i(P m~) wasRiver was 3% of the totaJ gauged tions of aJl constituents except 4% of total gauged runoff Io thenmoff to the S(~B during the 1987 total i~B were �ontlated with
$CB. Discharge during the 2-yearwater yea: (17.6 x 10’ m)) and 45,flow and suspended solids (Table
study was 48% and 23% of theof the totaJ gauged runoff in 1988 2). To~i runoff volume incmtsed
annunl mean (1982-86:36.:5(25.8 x 10’ m~). Discharge during neatly 50% from 1987 to 1988; m~). Most of the discharge fromthe 2-yea~ study was 365, and

annuaJ mats emission estimates the river occurred from Novem-63% ot the long-term tanua/
increa.sed by ¯ proportio~J       bet through April. Unlike themean (1924-88:40.7 x l(P m~ amouat (Tables 3a, b).

Control [acillties, sptr, adinl othe~ seven channels, the flow
duration cur~ had no iaflexloagrounds, and the sandy rivet. Sa~ D~’t, go ~i~er poim so flows we~ not stratif’~l.channel lX~Vem everything but The San Diego River drains 1,119

Twenty-nine runoff samplesstorm flow from reaching the km= extending from the LMuna were collected from storms that_~_ occa~ Them were no low flow Mountains in east San Diego
cccun, ed in October 1987, ltnu-~ days during the 2-yem" study;, all County to the ocean near l~,sioa ary 1988, and April 1988. Dis-¯ of the flow went out in ¯bout 30~ Bay. The Sa~ Diego River is
charge during the s~xms aver-of the Year. Most of the discharge

moderately develoi~¢d. Only the ~ I.I x i0’ m~ (range: 0.04.Z4

Table 4a

S~ ~ IU~ O~ 0.1 0.1     --
~ ~

uj    0.1 0.2Ct/k3uas Creek 5.6 Z4 4.9 ..... 0.2 02 0.7*J’~ ~ 9.S i.2 2.9 12.9 7~
~ Creek 5.6 14,8 3.9 3.1 6.7 4.7 7.6 7 7 8.2 5.0

9.’; ?J il.4 $.S U $.4 2.6Saa Diego PJm’ $.2 IJ <9.1    !.1 0.9 0.3 !.! 1.2 &i 0.9Tijua~ River Z6 9.6 3.9 10.4 17J ~4 19.7 ~2 8.5 IIA
Tmal 387-8x10~ l..VJxl0’ 1,319 17,997 3~,131 14,084 ~1,103 143~90 29.4 $4.3
~’ P"DDT ÷ P’ P"DDT + o, P’-DDE + p, p’-DDE ÷ o, p,.DDO ÷/4 p,.DDI)

R0031984



x 10’ mS). The ~hr~ s~orms channel is moderately dcvelolx.’d mS). Discharge during high flows
S!~ ~.’counted for 0.1%, 2.6%, and and water is diverted ~o San (>0.5 mVs) occum:d 7% of
- "/.9~ of she total annual dis- Diego and Tijuana on its way to days in 1987 and 24% of the days

charge. Two low-flow samples ~ ocean ~hrough Tijuana in 1988, and accounted for 48%
were �ollected in Scptemher and Slough. On lee U.S. sick:, 3% of and 82% of O~e annual river
I~.-cemhcr 1987. Thirty-one O~c land is urban and suburban, discharge. Mos~ of the discharge
samples were analy~’d for sus- 2~. is agriculture, and 95% is from U~c river occurn.’d from
pcnd~’d s~lids, 3(} samples for native vegetation (Brownlic and January ~hrough Al~il.
u-ace mc~als, and 29 samples for Taylor 1981). Twenty-seven nmol’f samples

chlorinated hydrocarbons (Table Approximately 16.6 x I0~ mV were �ollcc~.’d from storms in

I). The concentrations of mos~ yr ( 12 mgd) of raw sewage and October 1987, January 19g8, and
constituents were correlated with indusu~al and agricullural wasw, s April 1988. Discharge during

suspended solids, but not with are discharged into d~c Tijuana ~c.~ storms was !- 15% (0.4-6.0
flow (Table 2). ConcentralJons of River south of the International x I{Y’ m~) of the annual discharge
cadmium, nickel, and total i~B Bordcr (in~rnational Boundary volume. Two non-storm s~mples
were especially low because of and Water Commission, personal w~re �ollected in Scp~cmber and

Ihe high proportion of non- communication, Ocloher 16, December 1987. Twenty-nine
detec,.~hle measurements. Runoff 1990). This was 163% of ~hc total samples were analyzed for sus-
volume increased by 53% in 1988 discharge from the river in 1987 pendcd s~lids, 28 samples for

and mass emission estimates and 4 i % of 0~ tc4al discharge in u’ace mc~als, and 27 samples fo~
increased by a propo~onal 1988. chlorinated hydrocarbons (Table

." amount (Tables 3a, b). Discharge from lee Tijuana i). The �oncenu’a6ons of
River was 2% of total gauged cons~itucnls were positively

Tijuana River. runoff to the SCB during the 1987 corn:lated wilh flow and sus-
The Tijuana River suaddles Ihc water year ( 10.2 x 10’ m~) and 6% pcndcd solids (Table 2). The
border between the United States of total gaugcd runoff during ~he volume of discharge from
and Mexico. Twenty-seven 1988 water year (40.2 x 10’ m~). "l’ijuana River increased by 300%

percent of ~he drainage basin Discharge during ~he 2-year study from 1987 to 1988; mass emis-

(4,483 kma) lies in Mexico and was 24% and 94% of long-term sion estimates increased by 0~e

73% lies in 0~ United Sm~,s. The annual mean (19~R)-88; 42.9 x I0’ same amount (Tables 3a,b).

Table 4b
Constituent mass emlsdorls ~s pefc~mt of tot~ for chamois U~t dlscl~rcjed into the South~ef~ California
between September ~, ~ ¯ 07 a~d ~ugust ¯ ! o ~ ¯ 88. Voi~vc)iume of dischar~e0 SSu suspended ~Aid$ in dr/w~ht. Total
is t~te V_.~..--~ |m:) disch~ged a~d the esUmaaed mass emission |kg|.

Vd SS ~d      (~         ~-~ Ni Pb Za ~Z)D’P

Sasua C~ara Riv~ 5.0 !.5 2.2 ~-5 2_S 4.0 2.4 2.9 11.3 1.4

Calkguas Crock 5.6 2‘0 S. I I i ~ 4.0 8.1 0.8 2.4 8.9

Ball~,.a Creek 9.1 25.3 8.2 :5.5 10.3 7.7 i 1.6 13.4 12-’/

Los Angeles River 38.6 21.8 43.1 20..~ 30.2 30.2 29.6 32.9 33.5 39_S

San Gabriel Rives 24.6 24.7 26.8 24.2 19.4 20.7 IS.8 22.1 ! !.1 18.0

Sama Aria P, Jvt~ 4.6 2.4 3.6 8.3 5.9 9.8 2~ 7_! 2-4 2.0

San Dk’go Rive~" 5.4 1.5 <0. ! 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.8 ! .0 4.3 0.8

"i3juana Rive" 7.1 20.8 I !.0 23.9 26.9 193 36.6 18.1 15.8 25.0

Total 563.6x I0" 2.41x10’ 1,859 30,955 62,046 24,144 108,514 2_~i,,020 62.1 102.0

~o, p..DDT 4. p. p’.DDT ÷ o, p’-DDF. ÷ p. p’-DDE ÷ o, p"DDD ÷ P. P"DOO
~A~ck~ 1242 + Aro~k)r 12~4
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Frank Kuo

900 S. Franaz A~sme                                                                 ~’~
Alhumbra. CA

~ c. Tyrr~. LA ~ Wat~ Qua"t~ C.m~ Bored -- .........
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HON. ALLAN ALEXANDER,MAYOR HON. STEVEN GOURLEY, MAYOR HON. CARL JACOBSON, MAYOR V
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS CITY OF CULVER CITY CITY OF EL SEGUNDO
450 N. CRESCENT DRIVE 9T70 CULVER BOULEVARD 350 MAIN ST ~’~

~,~)~ERLY HILLS CA 90210-4854
CULVER CITY CA 90232-0507 EL SEGUNDO CA

HON. JOHN BOWLER, MAYOR HON. RICHARD J. RIORDAN,MAYOR HON. STEVE BARNES, MAYOR
CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
1315 VALLEY DRIVE 200 N. SPRING STREET 1400 HIGHLANO AVENUE
HERMOSA BEACH CA 90254-38t4 LOS ANGELES CA S0012-4801 MANHATTAN BEACH CA

9HON. RAYMOND MAI"rlNGLY, MAYOR HO~ mmLVN LYON. MAYOR HON. BRAD PARTON, MAYOR
CITY OF PALOS VEROES ESTATES CJl"f OF RANCHO PALOS VF.RDE~ CiTY OF REDONDO BEACH

30940 HAWTHORNE BLVD 415 DIAMOND ST340 PALOS VERDES OR., WEST RA~;HO PALOS VERDES CA
PALOS VERDES ESTATES, CA S0274 REDONDO BEACH CA ~0277-28S4

HON. GOOFREY PERNELL, MAYOR HO~. ROeERT KC~ raYON HONo PAUL ROSENSTEIN, MAYOR
Cff’f’ OF ROtJJNG I~I.LS ESTATFJ ci’r~ OF SANTA MONICACITY OF ROLLING HILLS 4o4s PALOS VERDE$ DR NORTH 1~8S MAIN ST2 PORTUGUESE BEND RD ROUJ~ HILL~ ESTATES CA

ROLLING HILLS CA ~0274-81N SANTA MONICA CA ~)40t-32~8

HON. JOHN HEILMAN, MAYOR HON. CARL BOYER, MAYOR HON. TALMAGE V. BURKE, MAYOR
CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD CITY OF SANTA CLARITA CITY OF ALHAMBRA
8300 SANTA MONICA BLVD 23920 VALENCIA BLVD STE 300 1tl S FIRST ST
WEST HOLLYWOOD CA ~00~9-4314 SANTA CLARITA CA 913S~2t7S ALHAMBRA CA 91801-3~

HON. MARY B. YOUNG, MAYOR HON. GEORGE COLE, MAYOR HON. MARIA CHACON, MAYOR
CITY OF ARCADIA CITY OF BELL CITY OF BELL GARDENS
240 W HUNTINGTON DR ~ PINE AVE 7100 8 GARFIELD AVE
ARCADIA CA 91007-34~ BELL CA ~0201-1~1 BELL GARDENS CA ~0201-3~

HON. DAVE GOLONSKI, MAYOR HON. ARTEMIO E. NAVARRO, MAYOR HON. OMAR BRADLEY, MAYOR
CITY OF BURBANK CITY OF COMMERCE CITY OF COMPTON
275 E OLIVE AVE 2535 COMMERCE WAY 205 S WILLOWBROOK AVE
BURBANK CA 91502-1257 COMMERCE CA 90040-1487 COMPTON CA ~0220-3tS0

HON. ALEX F. RODRIGUF.~MAYOR HON. PATRICIA A. WALLACH, MAYOR HON. RICK REYES, MAYOR
CITY OF CUDAHY CITY OF EL MONTE CITY OF GLENDALE
5220 SANTA ANA STREET 11333 VALLEY BLVD 613 E BROADWAY RM 206
CUDAHY, CA S0201 EL MONTE CA 91731-32S3 GLENDALE CA 91206-43~

HON. PAMELA BOOTHE, MAYOR HON. THOMAS E. JACKSON, MAYOR HOWL CAROL UU.
CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK CJl~ OF LA CAHADA FLmllm~E
6165 SPRING VALLEY ROAD 6550 MILES AVE RM 135 13z1 FOOTHILL BLVD
HIDOEN HILLS, CA 91302-1257 HUNTINGTON PARK CA 90255-4338 L~ C4U~OA FUNll~DGE CA

I~). BEVERLY O’NEIL, MAYOR HON. PAUL H. RICHARDS, II, MAYOR HON. DOROTHY RAMIREZ, MAYOR

Ci-~ ~’ OF LONG BEACH CITY OF LYNWOOD CITY OF. MAYWOOD

333 W OCEAN BLVD 9TH FL 11330 BULLJS RD 4319 E. SLAUSON AVENUE

LONG BEACH CA S0802-4664 LYNWOOD CA 90262-3693 MAYWOOD, CA 90270
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HON. ROBERT T. BARLETT, MAYOR HON. ARNOLD ALVAREZ-GLASMAN
CITY OF MONROVIA MAYOR HON. RITA VALENZUELA, MAYOR
4t5 S IVY AVE CITY OF MONTEBELLO CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
~IROVIA CA 91016-2888 1600 W BEVERLY BLVD 320 W NEWMARK AVE

MONTEBELLO CA ~10-3970 MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2~N

HON. HENRY HARKEMA, MAYOR HON. WILLIAM M. PAPARIAN, MAYOR HON. JOE VASQUEZ, MAYOR
CITY OF PA~AMOUNT CITY OF PASAOENA CIT~ OF ROSEMEAO
16400 COLORAOO AVE 100 N GARFIELO AVE RM 212 853$ VALLEY BLVD
PARAMOUNT CA 90723-5050 PASADENA CA 91101-7215 ROSEMEAD CA 91T~0-t78~

HON. JOANNE BALTIERREZ, MAYOR HON. HARRY BALDWIN, MAYOR HON. BERNARD LASAGE, MAYOR
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO CITY OF SAN GABRIEL CITY OF SAN MARINO
117 MACNEIL ST 532 W MISSION OR 2200 HUNTINGTON DR
SAN FERNANOO CA 91340-2993 SAN GABRIEL CA 91176-1202 SAN MARINO CA 91108-2~91

HON. GEORGE A. MAURER, MAYOR HON. SARA HANLON, MAYOR HON. ALBERT G. PEREZ, MAYOR
CITY OF SIERRA MADRE CITY OF SIGNAL HILL CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE
232 W SIERRA MAORE BLVO 2175 CHERRY AVE 1415 N SANTA ANITA AVE
SIERRA MADRE CA 91024-045t SIGNAL HILL CA ~)80~3~ SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-33~

HON. ALBERT T. ROBLES, MAYOR HON. TOM BREAZEAL, MAYOR HON. LEONIS C. MALBURG, MAYOR
CITY OF SOUTH GATE CITY OF TEMPLE CITY CITY OF VERNON
8650 CALIFORNIA AVE 9701 E LAS TUNAS DR 4305 S SANTA FE AVE
SOUTH GATE CA ~0250-5075 TEMPLE CITY CA 91180-2249 VERNON CA ~)068-1/~ ¯

HON. ED CORRIDORI, MAYOR HON. DENNIS WASHBURN,MAYOR HON. JOAN HOUSE, MAYOR r~
ciTY OF AGOURA HILLS CITY OF CALABASAS CITY OF MALIBU
30101 AGOURA CRT STE 102 26135 MUREAU RD 23555 CIVIC CENTER WAY
AGOURA HILLS CA 91301-2003 CALABASAS CA 91302 MAUBU CA ~)296-48~8

HON. JAMES EMMONS, MAYOR HON. MICHAEL I. MITOMA, MAYOR HC:I. DONALD L. DEAR, MAYOR
CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE ClT~ OF CARSON CITY OF GARDENA
4373 PARK TERRACE 70t E CARSON ST 1700 W 162ND ST
WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91351~136t CARSON CA 907482224 GARDENA CA ~0247-3/78

HON. LARRY GUIDI, MAYOR HON. EDWARD VINCENT, MAYOR HON. HAROLD E. HOFFMAN, MAYOR
CFI~ OF HAWTHORNE CITY OF INGLEWOOD CITY OF LAWNDALE
4455 W 125TH ST ONE MANCHESTER BLVD 14717 BURIN AVE
HAWTHORNE CA 90250-4482 INGLEWOOD CA ~030t-1760 LAWNDALE CA ~02~0-14~7

HON. LAWSON PEDIGO, MAYOR HON. DEE HARDISON, MAYOR HON. ISIORO MENEZES, MAYOR
CITY OF LOMITA CITY OF TORRANCE CITY OF ARTESIA
24300 NARBONNE AVE 3031 TORRANCE BLVD 18747 CLARKDALE AVE
LOMITA CA 90717-11~8 TORRANCE CA ~0503-6059 ARTESIA CA S0701-5~

STEPHEN ALEXANDER,MAYOR HON. FIDEL/1~ VARGAS, MAYOR HON. RANDY BOMGAARS, MAYOR
CITY OF AZUSA CITY OF BALDWIN PARK CITY OF BELLFLOWER
213 E FOOTHILL BLVD 14403 E PACIFIC AVE 16600 CIVIC CENTER DR /~,ZUSA CA 91702-2514                                  BALDWIN PARK CA 91706-4297                  BELLFLOWER CA 90706-54~4 I

R0031990



HON. MARK FLEWELUNG, MAYOR HON. PAUL W. BOWLEN, MAYOR HON. ALGIRD LEIGA, MAYOR
CITY OF BRADBURY CITY OF CERRITOS CITY OF CLAREMONT
(.- - W!NSTON AVE PO BOX 3130 207 HARVARD AVE
I~DBURY CA 91010-11~ CERRITOS CA ~0703-3131) CLAREMONT CA 91711-4719

HON. THOMAS M. O’LEARY, MAYOR HON. EILEEN ANSARI, MAYOR HON. GARY P. MCCAUGHAN, MAYOR
CITY OF COVINA CITY OF DIA~.OND BAR CITY OF DOWNEY
125 E COLLEGE ST 21660 E COPLEY OR STE 100 11111 BROOKSHIRE AVE
COVINA CA 91723-2197 DIAMOND BAR CA 91755-41T7 DOWNEY CA 90241-389~

HON. PHYLLIS R. REYES, MAYOR HON. LARRY GLENN, MAYOR HON. ROBERT CANADA, MAYOR
CITY OF OUARTE CITY OF GLENDORA CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS
1600 HUNTINGTON OR t16 E FOOTHILL BLVD 21815 PK)NEER BLVD
DUARTE CA 91010-2592 GLENDORA CA 91140-3380 HAWAIIAN GARDENS CA 90716-1299

HON. JOHN FERRERO, MAYOR HON. JULIAN A. MIRANDA, MAYOR HON. JOHN POWERS, MAYOR
CITY OF INDUSTRY CITY OF IRWINOALE CITY OF LA HABRA HEIGHT8
15651 E STAFFORD ST ~0~0 N IRWINOALE AVE 1245 N HACIENDA BLVD
INDUSTRY CA 9t744-3118 IRWINDALE CA tt?0~211~ LA HABRA HEIGHTS CA ~0631

HON. C. DAVID PETERS’, MAYOR HON. LOUIS PEREZ, MAYOR HON. JON FL BUCKENSTAFF, MAYOR
CITe OF LA MIRADA CITY OF LA PUENTE CITY OF LA VERNE
1700 LA MIRADA BOULEVARD 15900 E MAIN ST 3560 D STREET
~ MIRADA CA 90638-3099 LA PUENTE CA 11744-4"r88 LA VERNE CA J17~0-3899

HON. WAYNE PIERCY, MAYOR HON. JUDITH BRENNAN, MAYOR HON. GARTH G. GARDENER, MAYOR
CITY OF LAKEWOOD CITY OF NORWALK CITY OF PICO RIVERA

EOSO N CLARK AVE 12700 NORWALK BLVD $615 S PASSONS BLVD
LAKEWOOD CA 9071g-20t7 NORWALK CA 90650-3t82 PICO RNERA CA 90660-~U

HON. EDWARO S. CORTEZ, MAYOR HON. CURTIS MORRIS, MAYOR HON. BETTY W1LSON, MAYOR
CITY OF POMONA CITY OF SAN DIMAS CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS

505 S GAREY AVE 245 E BONITA AVE 11710 TELEGRAPH RD
POMONA CA 91786~3320 SAN DIMAS CA 91773-300~’ SANTA FE SPRINGS CA 90670-3~79

HON. JUNE WENTWORTH , MAYOR HON. STEVE HERFERT, MAYOR HON. MICHAEL SULLENS, MAYOR

CITY OF WALNUT CITY OF WEST COVINA CITY OF WHITtlER
21201 LA PUENTE RD P.O. BOX 1440 13230 E PENN ST
WALNUT CA 91759-201| WEST COVINA CA 91793-1440 WHITI1ER CA 90602-1772

R0031991
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C,~LIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. B~RLY O’NEIL, ~YOR
CI~ OF LONG B~CH
333 W OC~N BL~ 9TH FL
LONG B~CH ~ ~802~

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DlSC~RGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DlSC~RGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNW (NPDE~
CA00616~, Cl 6~)

T~ R~ional Water Qual~ Contr~ ~rd
te~s of t~ draft renewal =to~ waterlu~n runoff NPDES Pe~it (Mun~l
Water Pe~) f~ Los ~ge~s Coun~
press i~ude repmsen~tives
vagus o~r I~keh~em.

~ of ~ most ~mmon~
~o~tions f~us on why ~ ~ ~ssaW to ~ve a sto~ water ~ a~ ~y
~po~nt to ~plement
obvi~s ans~r ~ ~at ~ n~ to ~t
h~r, ~re are other ~lli~ rea~=
¯ at ~ environmental effe=s of sto~ ~terlu~an runoff ~lution

To p~e ~d~ional ba~gr~nd on
bsue of National ~mphic Magazi~

waterlu~an ~noff ~ll~ion pr~m
~ Un~ S~tes. R also helps to ans~r ~ of ~ q~t~ns ~at ha~.~
~ by ~1 ~ offidals and pr~ram ~gem as to ~y
~nage~nt p~n ~ ~W-

We am also enclosing an u~at~ ~u~
a~ ~opt~n of ~ Munidpal Sto~ Wat~

R0031992
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0
As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board i=

Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamika~nu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working =o diligently with us to protect our inland end coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Of~M
Surface Water Programl                                                             ~’~

attachment=

Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                      ~’~
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0031993



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DA’r~

~t) to Pe~s ~ l~e~s~

~sho~ ~th S~ke~ L~te May
~dl,~ ~ ~nts ~te J~

R~I B~ M~t~ ~ ~ 1~
Cons~eml~n ~ Tent~twe Pe~

~ ~ M~ 21, 1~

R0031994























HON. RITA VALENZUELA, MAYOR
CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
320 W NEWMARK AVE ’
MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2896

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

__’~__~i_O,~ t__h_e ,_m_o_s_t _c~_mm~on..ly" asked questi.on.s we have encountered dudng ow

;mm~D~)i~a.~.~-,_~ ~_s._o_n_ .w _n y_ ~ is neck. ssary [o nave a. storm water permit, and why It tsw,~,,,,,, L~, ,-I~r-~=r~; a storm waler managemen! program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
_on_~ coasta.I reg.!ons, .b.ut a.!.s.o inlan.d.communit~es. Storm water pollution has become
a concern rot all mumc~pa,ues, ano m now truly a natkmal concern.

.O~;U..~_,~.~_~, ~:e_og..rapnlc Mag._azj.ne_.w~.,c~. In.CluOes. an outstanding article entitled
r’~,u~eo r~unor~- (see page lug). This ,n-�lepth piece describes the storm

water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm warm’
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032005
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board
comm~ed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cados Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enck)sed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

Assistant Executive Oflk:er
Surface Water Progrem~

attachmentu

Jorge Le6n, ~ of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032006
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY’
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M~il out Response to Comments ~rtd Late ~
Dr=ft Tentative Pern’~ (inctud.’t~ Fact
sheet) to Permittee$ ~ Irttemstad

VVo~kshop with Stakeholder~ L~te M~y

Deadline for Comments Lmte June

Reglonol Board Mee~ fo~ July 16
Consideration of Tentative Permit.

R0032007



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. JOHN HEILMAN, MAYOR
CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD
8300 SANTA MONICA BLVD
WEST HOLLYWOOD CA 90069-4314

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI g948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end "
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

o                                    R0032008
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is                    L~
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implementa successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to cell me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs n

U

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032009
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and Life April
Drift Tentatn,,e permit (inck~n9 Fact
sheet) to Pem~ees and Interested
Pen~s

Wc~sI~op w~ StakeholderS Late May

Deadhne ~o~ Cornments Late June

R~k~ ~ Me~t~ fo~ July 16
Consideration Of Tentative Perml~

R0032010



HON. CARL BOYER, MAYOR
CiTY OF SANTA CLARITA
23920 VALENCIA BLVD STE 300
SANTA CLARITA CA g1355-2175

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 8948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal ~torm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our

Unegotiations focus onwhy it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it it
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One ~’~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled O"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032011
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~r            .
Surface Water Programs

attachments

¢c: Jorge Le6n, Ofrme of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resource= Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032012



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Dra~ Tentatrve Pe~ (~ F~

Pa~s

~s~op ~h S~ke~ ~te M~y

~adl~ ~ C~nts ~e

R~I ~ M~ti~ ~ ~ lS
C~emt~n ~ Tentzt~e Pe~ ~ ¯

........... R0032013
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HON. ALBERT G. PEREZ, MAYOR
CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE
1415 N SANTA ANITA AVE
SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3389

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES N~,
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and i~a municipalities. Participants in Ihe

~. ¯process include representatives from the County, the 85 �~ties within the County, and ¯ "~various other stakeholders.

Some ©f the most commonly asked questions we hive encountered during our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirement~ of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide addit’~:)nel background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also encJosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032014
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LAs you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board Is ¯
comm~ecl to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please c~rculate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can aiso
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for a=.sistanoa.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRR~J.
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Program=

U

~ce Fuiimoto, Division Of Water ~uaO~/, State Water ~esou~ces Co~

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Work=. County of Lo~

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

....... R0032015
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTWI71ES COMPLETION DATE

Meil out Response tO Comments er~ Life
Drift Tentative Permit (i~ckxl~
sl~lt) tO Perm~lll lr~l Inltmllld

WOrkshOp w~ith St~kehok~erl Life

Deadline for Comments Llte Jt~ne

Reg~onel Botrd Mlet~’l~ for July
Cons~lerllt;on of Tentative Permit.

R0032016



LOSCALIFORNIA ANGELES REGIONAL REGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

~I 3. 19~

HON. ALBERT T. ROBLES, MAYOR
CITY OF SOUTH GATE
8650 CALIFORNIA AVE
SOUTH GATE CA 90280-3075

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm +
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ~.
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it b
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One .,J
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not ~’_
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become Oa concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 #JToprovide additional
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled ~,                   +’ :
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm ~ :
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some-of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosingan updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.                                       ~"-- J

R0032017
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board i~ Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and
working so d=ligently with us to protect our inland and �oastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL ¯
-.~    Assistant Executive Oft~er

’Surface Water Programl

a~c,l~nb U

��: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of U.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                         ~’~

R0032018
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY                                          L
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

~
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail Out Response to Comments
I:~ft Tentat:ve Pert’nit (inch.,nO
sheet) to Perm~m and Intemst,d
Parl~s

Workshop w~ Stakeholder~ Late May

Deadhne fo~ Comments Late June

Regior~ Board M~ti~
~ns~e~ton of Tentat~e

Ma~ 21, I~

q
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HON. TOM BREAZEAL. MAYOR
CITY OF TEMPLE CffY
9701 E LAS TUNAS DR
TEMPLE CITY CA 91780-2249

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles Counly and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include mpresentatNes from the County. the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

-  os, q,es o,., we h,v, , oun r  d,r 
~.,.,, ,-,,, ,,~ ,,,,p,~m,m a s~onn water management program within the County. One

obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;.
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all munk:dpalitJes, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 199~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~ty officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032020
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working w~th the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both b~is
letler and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thsnk you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

attachments

�¢: Jorge Le~n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection A0ency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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HON. DOROTHY RAMIRF.Z. MAYOR U
CITY OF MAYWOOD
4319 E. SLAUSON AVENUE
MAYWOOD, CA 90270

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6~4~)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants In the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and .....
various other stakeholders. "" _"T’,

Some of the most commonly asked questions we h~ve encountered dudng our ~’~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It I= Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~
however, there are other compelling roasons as well. More and more, we are finding ~                 -
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~,~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we aro enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled             U
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the ston’n U
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We aro also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032023
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is L
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

~

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development ¯ -
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~                                                          ’-~
Surface Water Prograrn~                                                          ~

U
m~men~

co: Jorge Le6n. C)ffK~ of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board ~’J
Bruce Fujimoto. Oivision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032024



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

’~
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and Llta ~
¯ " I:)~Oft Tantatmv~ Permit (inckxl,ng FId

sheet) to Parmittae$ ind Interllted
: Patios

" Workshop with Stakeho~erz IJta May

., Doa{llin~ fo~ ~on~’n~nts Llta ,lur~

Conlidar~tion of Tentative permit
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.CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDLos ANGELES REGION

HON. ROBERT T. BARLETT, MAYOR
CITY OF MONROVIA
415 S IVY AVE
MONROVIA CA 91016-2888

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal SIonll
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, ~
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm waler pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032026
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities I~e
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga st (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OliVer
Surface Water Programs n

U

co: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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HeN. STEPHEN ALEXANDER. MAYOR
CITY OF AZUSA
213 E FOOTHILL BLVD
AZUSA CA 91702-2514

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Bo¯rd is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stem1
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

~,~
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why it Is
important to implement ¯.storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, Chowever, there ¯re other compelling reasons ¯s well. More and more. we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ire impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national cortcem.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the stoat
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why ¯ storm warm
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water PermiL                                       ~r~. ,.,~

R0032029
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committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can lee how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities Ire
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your ataff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assista|~ce.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working ~o diligently with us to prote~ our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Oflk:M
Surface Water Programs

Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control BoardJorge Le6n, of
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Cordact

°                                                R0032030
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HON. GEORGE A. MAURER, MAYOR                                                                                                         ""
CITY OF SIERRA MADRE
232 W SIERRA MADRE BLVD
SIERRA MADRE CA g1024-0451

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Ci 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm ,. ,    -.
Water Permit) for. Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants Irt the ......,,
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. end
various other stakeholders. ~

USome of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it Is necessary to have I storm water permit, end why it is             ~
imp0rtant,to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;.
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding             ,i~
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become              ~
a concern for all municipalities, and ts now truly I national concert%                           ~i~

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996              ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm witir
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration ~J~
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

~~ ~.,~.~ ,~

/
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members $o that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515, You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266~7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working $o diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watere.

CATHERINE TYRR~LL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Programs

co: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources ConVol

Catherine Kuhlrnan, United States Environmental Protectk~ Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of koe

Angeles
C~y Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032033
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Los~ALIFORNIAANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

HON. ISIDRO MENEZES, MAYOR
CITY OF ARTESIA
18747 CLARKDALE AVE
ARTESIA CA 90701-5899

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board it currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County, and ....
various other stakeholderl, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have 8 storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One

.~obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we am finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not ~
only coastal regions, but also inland �ommun~es. Storm water pollution tins become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 n
issue of National Geographic Magazine which incJudes an outstanding ortJde entitled U
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032035
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how lerious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266.7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
M    Assistant Executive OITK~ ~"~

Surface Water Programs n
U

co: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032036
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE ¯

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~ Response to Comments illd LMI Alxll

I:)mft Tentat~,e Parm~ (~j~rlg Fm
lheet) to Permittael w~l Inle~eeted

~ Wc~shop with StekehOklerl L~1e May

Dlldline for Comments Late June

~ Reg~ Bo~r~ Meet,~ ~o~ J~ 1~

~ As of Marc~ 21.1~6                                                              ~m~ ~

..
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April 3, 1996

HON. SARA HANLON, MAYOR
9CITY OF SIGNAL HILL

2175 CHERRY AVE                                                                                                                                                          ,
SIGNAL HILL CA 90806-3799

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Qual~y Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County end its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 ~a within the County,
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It 18
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution I~s become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding arlJcle entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer Some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm w~ter
management plan is neces.~ry.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032038
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect ou¢ intend and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofra:M
Surface Water Progran’m

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

..¢ngeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032039
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
¯ LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. THOMAS M. O’LEARY, MAYOR
9CITY OF COVINA

125 E COLLEGE ST
COVINA CA g1723-2197

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its mun~palities. Participants in theprocess include representatives from the County, the 85 r.~tles within the County, and            r’L .... "

various other stakehoider=,

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It Is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Do/luted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032041
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committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515, You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.                                   ¯

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Programs

attachments

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, DNision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Contro~

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

......... R0032042



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Ma, out Response to Comments ~nd L~e Alxil
Draft Tentative Permit (~ F~
~t) ~ P~s ~ Inlemst~

~dl~ f~ ~nts Lste Ju~

C~s~emt~ ~ Ten~b~ P~

M~ 21, 1~
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-CALIFORNIAL~ ANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
~_ --’-- O

HON. ALGIRD LEIGA. MAYOR
CITY OF CLAREMONT
207 HARVARD AVE
CLAREMONT CA 91711-4710

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ No.
CA00616S4, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board i= currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal ~

t.~,~,..Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Plrticipentl In the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, wx:l
various other ltakeholderl, n

U~ of the most commonly asked question~ we hove encountered duri~ our
negot~tions focus on why it is nec~ssory to hove ¯ storm woter permit, end why it
impotent to implement ¯ storm water monagement program within the Counly. One
obvious onswer is that we need to meet Lhe legal requirernent~ of Federel ~
however, there ore oLher compelling reosons 8s well. More end morn, we ore flr~lin~
thor the environmental effects of storm weterlurban runoff pollution ore irnpocUng f~
or~ly coastal re,ions, bu~ else inl~nd communities. ~torm weter pollulJon h~s
¯ concern for all municipolJtie~, end is now l~uly ¯ netional condom.

To provide a’dditionol bockgmund on the subject, we ore enclosing the February Jg~
~sue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding orl~’Je enffiJ~
"Our Polluled Runoff= (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
woter/urb~n runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural oreas throuohou~
the United StaLes. It also helps to answer ~)me of the questions that h~ve been
posed by Iocol city officials and progrem rn~nagers as to why a storm ~
managernent plan ~s necessory.

We ore also enclosing on updated schedule for the Regionol Bo~rd’a co~. Jder~ion              .,.~.~

~,~ end odopLion of the Municipal Storm Woter Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how aeriou$
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ire
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cados Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watera.

CATHERINE TYRRELL ~’ ........,,~’~" Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

U
attachments

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact U
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES ¯ COMPLETION DATE

M~il out Response to Comments ~1

sheet) to Pom~lees ~ Interested
Parties

, Wo~shop with Stakeholders L~te M~/

Deadlir~ for Comments L~te June

Regional Board Meeting fo~ July
~. Consideration of Tentative Permit.

As of March 21, 1996
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NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061554, CI 8948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the.
process include representatNes from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement ¯ storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there ere other compelling reasons as well. More end more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impac~ng not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, end is now truly a national COrK:am.

To provide additional background on the subject, we ere enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding artk:le enlJtled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the store1
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consid~
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032047
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
comm~ed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program, Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call r~e at (213) 266-7515, You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to revle~v the enclosed information, and for
worl0ng so chligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL

Surface Water Programs

Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
13nJce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032048
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail ~t ReSponse to Comments ~M LMe ~
.. D~ft Tentative Pem~t (,~.J~l. ~rt~ Fad
sheel) to Perrn~ees and Intemsled

, VVorklhOp w~th Sllkeho~er~ LMt

De~hne for Comments LMe ~

Re~)n~ So~ I~leet:r~ fo~ J~y 1S
Con~er~t~on of Tentative Pam~it

U
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CALIFORNIA..~,S ANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD ~
~’~

~3, 1~

HON. MARK FLEWELLING, MAYOR
CITY OF BRADBURY
600 WINSTON AVE
BRADBURY CA 91010-1199

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Qual~ Control Board is currently engaged in developing Ihe
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Munidpel Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakehoidem, n

USome of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the Counly. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirernent~ of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding arlJcle entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. it also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water PerrniL
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please c~rculata both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watem.

CATHERINE TYRRI~LL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progren~

attachments

¢c: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Eh:mrd
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works. County of Los

Angelea
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELESCOUNTY

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERM~
SCHEDULE

AC~TIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~t Response to Comments and Late April
Draft Tentative Permit (inck~,ng Foc~
sheel) to Pom’~teea lnd Intemltod

Workshop w~h StakehOlderS L~e

Deadline for Comments L~o June

Regional Board Meeting for July 15
Cons~arat~4’t of Tantst~.e Permit.

"

As Of March 21, 1~96
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
’~’S ANGELES REGION

HON. RANDY BOMGAARS. MAYOR                                                                                                             "
CITY OF BELLFLOWER
16600 CIVIC CENTER DR
BELLFLOWER CA 90706-5494

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl 6~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 8,5 cities within the County, ~
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban .runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipal~es, and is now truly ¯ natiorml concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 H
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entiUed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why ¯ storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considereUon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit. r

R0032053
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ere
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can aiso
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHER:NE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OKK:M
Surface Water Program~

Bruce FujimotO,Board Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of Los

.Angeles
C~ Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

8CHIZDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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HON. FIDEL A. VARGAS, MAYOR
CITY OF BALDWIN PARK
14403 E PACIFIC AVE
BALDWIN PARK CA 91706-4297

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing Ihe
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Pem~it (Municipal Stoat
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Pe~tlcipants in Ihe ~......~
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and "    ~
various other atakeholdem, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It Is ~,~
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ’
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding :
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not in
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become

Ua concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national �oncern.

To provide additional background on Ihe subject, we are enclosing the February 1996              I
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article enlffied
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban end rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why ¯ storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considemUon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water PermiL                                        F’--- ~
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipal~es of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other �ommunities are                  ~-~
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working =o diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Offk:M
Surface Water Progrwn~

U
Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
UDon Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

Angeles

2
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M=il out Response to Comments and L~te ~
Drsft Tent~trve Pern~ (~:l=ng
sheet) to Perrr~tees =nd Interested
P~rt,es

WorkshOp with StskehOklem L~te MW

Dead,me fo~ Comments ~te J~

R0032058



,LOS ANGELES REGION

Apdl 3, 1996

HON. THOMAS E. JACKSON. MAYOR
CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK
6550 MILES AVE RM 135
HUNTINGTON PARK CA 90255-4338

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI $948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County end its municipalities. Participants in
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it la
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-dep.th piece describes the stomt
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and

implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can ~ee how leriou$
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities m
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption Ichedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can al~o
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRREM.
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Program~

attachments U

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency n
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Los U.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contad
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

s~t) W Pe~I I~ In~st~
Pa~s

~s~p ~ Stake~e~ ~te May

C~e~t~n of Ten~t~e
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION
101 CIN~I| I~ ~ ~-~

April 3, 1996

.

9HON. CAROL LIU, MAYOR
CiTY OF LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE
1327 FOOTHILL BLVD..
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE CA g1011-2137

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlt;rban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Sto~n
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why it il U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~,~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

U
To provide additional background on the subject, we ere enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questionsthat have been
posed by local c~y officials and program managers as to why ¯ storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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LAs you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working w~th the municipalities of Los Angeles Counb/to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can ~ee how lerious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule o¢ the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You o~ your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working Io diligenlty wilh us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRREU.
Assistant Executive Ofrmer
Surface Water Progref~ n
mttachrnentm

U

¢c: Jorge LeOn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Ouality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency n
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Oepartrnent of Public Works, County of Lo~ U

.~eles
C~y Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION

t,,"~, ,’1’tiEr P~,l~.. ~

~hl 3, lg~

HON. PAUL H. RICHARDS, II, MAYOR
CITY OF LYNWOOD
11330 BULLIS RD                                   "
LYNWOOD CA g0262-3693

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES NO.
CA0061654, C! 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end
various other stakeholders.                                                        ’

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessa~ to have a storm water permit, and why it is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. i
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled n
"Our Polluted Runoff~ (see page I0~). This in-depth piece describes the storm Uw~terlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughou~
the United Stales. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considerafJon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commuted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
irnl~;ement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
lez’.er and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
anO how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tac~hng this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoptk)n schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
con,act either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
26�~-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

. SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

out Response to Comments 8r~l I.~e Alxil
Draf~ Tentatrve Pe~ (~,~ F~
~t) ~ ~s a~ Intemst~

~s~emt~n ~ Tentat~e Pe~R
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,LOS ANGELES REGION

,*-- "~Itiv ~l~. r.A 91754

~al 3, 1~ g

HON. TALMAGE V. BURKE, MAYOR
CITY OF ALHAMBRA
111 S FIRST ST
ALHAMBRA CA 91801-3796

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654. CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatrves from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and            F
various other stakeholders..

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our ~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~_~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. i
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996            ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water Permit.

R0032068
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can m how lerioul
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your =taft can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working =o diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lol

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

j
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Helponle 1o Comments

Pa~s

~s~e~t~n ~ Ten.tire Pe~

~~21, 1~
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HON. MARY B. YOUNG, MAYOR
CITY OF ARCADIA
240 W HUNTINGTON DR
ARCADIA CA 91007-3499

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is cun, ently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County end its municipalities. Participants in the ¯
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end ’ "
various other stakeholdorl. ’-.~

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County." One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as we,. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communitms. Storm water pollution hal become
a concern for all mun~palities, and is now truly I national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~ty officials and. program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ofrK:M
Surface Water Programs

attachmem~

cc: Jorge Le~, Of 6ce of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of Lo~

.Angeies
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M,il out
Dr~ft Tentat,ve Permit (inckxl,ng F~’t
sheet) to Porm~ees o~i Interested
Pert~es

VYo~shop with St~kehOIder~ Ls|a May

D~adlir~ for Comments Lata June

Cons~der~bon of Tent~tiva Permit .o

A~ ~ M~rch 21.1~9~

~,j
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~13, 1~

HON. GEORGE COLE, MAYOR
CITY OF BELL
6330 PINE AVE
BELL CA 90201-1291

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Ouality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, ~ld
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why 11 I~ U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, .J
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is g

committed to working w~th the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members $o that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ere
tackling this problem, (~

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and �oastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL -

O
Assistant Executive ~ [" ¯ ,~
Surface Water Programs                                                        ~

cc: Jorge Le~n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board .~
Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Conta¢~ n

U
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES " COMPLE’T10N DATE ,

Mail Out Rosportse to Comments a~l Logo ~ ,
I:~lfl TentatNe Perm~ {mcJ~J,ng Fe~ "’
sleet) to Perm~eel a~d Interested
Pan,el

WorkshOl:) w~ StokehoklerS L~te May

Con$~deret,on of Tentative Pem’~
I"~ " ’"--~
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LosCALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, o, ¢,,,r,.,ANGELES~ ~,~ REGION

HON. ARNOLD ALVAREZ-GLASMAN. MAYOR
CITY OF MONTEBELLO
1600 W BEVERLY BLVD
MONTEBELLO CA 90640-3970

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$
CA0061654, Cl 1~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end              .
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered d~dng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why It is U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well, More end more, We ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pcJIution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm Water pollution has become .,J
a concern for all municipalitJes, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff’ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the stonn
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a store1 water
management plan is necessa~/.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water Permit.                                        ~..__..

!
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the mun;cipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515, You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance,

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watem.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ofrK:er
Surface Water Program

cc: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of I.~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032078
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION OATE
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regh)nal Board is
commitled to working w~th the municipal~ies of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letler and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem,

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266.7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so dd~gently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfiScef
Surface Water Programs

attachments

cc: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Lce

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032081
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail Out Response to Comments ~ LMe ~
Draft TentetNe Perrr.t (~:~d~ F~Ct
sheet) to Pem~tee$ ~nd Irder~$ted

Deedl,ne for Comments Life June

Co~s,~er~ton of Tent~trve Pem~t _
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HON. WAYNE PIERCY. MAYOR
CITY OF LAKEWOOD
5050 N CLARK AVE
LAKEWOOD CA 90712-2697

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Store1
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Part~ipants In the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly liked questions we have encountered dudng’otJr
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It Is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for all municipalities, end is now truly ¯ national concern.

provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996To
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entJUed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which effects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why ¯ storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
.~I~ and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032083
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materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board isyou rev~w these
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program, Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communitiel Ire
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for aui~tance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, arid for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progrerns

attachments

CC: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

Angeles
City Mun~pal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032084
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HeN. JON H. BLICKENSTAFF, MAYOR
CITY OF LA VERNE
3660 D STREET
LA VERNE CA 91750-3599

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654. CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engoged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the moat commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern,

provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996To
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runof[" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated sct~,~lule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
cc, mmitted to working with the mun~palit;es of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 26G-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7,598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Dopartment of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIE S COMPLETION DATE

M~il o~ Reslx~se to Comments oral Lore

$!~eet) to Pof~’~tee~ ~ tflte~ste~
Porl~es

Workshop w~th Stl~keholders

Dei~h~e fo~ Comments

Reg~o~ Doortl Meet~f:O ltx ,Ju~y 16
Con$~er~t~on o~ Tentative P~rmi~
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HON, MICHAEL SULLENS. MAYOR
CITY OF WHI]’I’IER
13230 E PENN ST
WHI’I’rlER CA 90602-1772

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES Ne.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ..~-.~
various other ,takeholderl. n
Some of the mast commonly asked questions we have encountered during our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have ¯ storm water permit, end why ~ Is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. (~e ~,~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please �~rculate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 256-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters,

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK:~
Surface Water Progrsml

attachments

��: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032090
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and Lste ~
Oraft Tentatwe Permit (~ F~

C~s~em~on ~ Ten~tNe Pe~.
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HON. BETTY WILSON. MAYOR
CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS
11710 TELEGRAPH RD
SANTA FE SPRINGS CA g0670~3679

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged tn developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stonft
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and it~ municipalities. Parlicipantl in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It i~
important to implement I storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirement~ of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the Itorm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~ officials and program manager~ as to why a storm wets"
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032092
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you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
Lcommitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and

implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letler and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515, You or your =taft can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK~
Surface Water Programs

attachments U

cc: jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control .,/
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Ange s
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                         ~’~

.... - ..... - ....... R0032093
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail OUt Responle 10 Comments efld LMe ~
Dr~fl Tentlt~l Permi~ (f~.,kxl~ng Flcl
Iht!l) tO Perrn~eel Ind Inlerllled

Wo~$hop w~ StekehOl~e~ Late May

Deadline for ~nrrilnt$ L~te June

Regk>nel Bo~ Meeting fix ~ 16
Con$~erlt~n of TentatN~ Permi~

-~ As of Ma~h 21.1996
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HON. CURTIS MORRIS, MAYOR
CITY OF SAN DIMAS
245 E BONITA AVE
~ DIMAS CA 91773-3002

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Mun .igipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County end its municipalities. Participants in the ., ¯
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and --~,
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One ~’~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we Ira finding
that the environmental effects of ston’n waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland cornmunities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 n
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled U
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm watm’
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considemlJon
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water Permit.

R0032095
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0
you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board il

Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can ~ee how lerioul
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266.7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRRELL _
~,~ Assistant Executive Officer ’~ "

Surface Water Program~

cc: Jorge Le~)n. Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Oual~, State Water Resources Control J
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                     ~.~
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of I.~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Conlact

i
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HON. EDWARD S. CORTEZ, MAYOR
CITY OF POMONA
505 S GAREY AVE
POMONA CA 91766-3320

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing Ihe
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
variou8 other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipal~es, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
*Our Polluted RunofF’ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why 8 storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is g
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement ¯ successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter end the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem, q

’ Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
i process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
~ contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)

i 266.7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
! ,,~ Assistant Executive Officer

Surface Water Programs

attachments

co: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                      ~1~
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

............ R0032099
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9
ACTIVITIES                                      COMPLETION DATE

Mad Oul Response to Comments and Late Aprit
Draft Tentatrve Pern’,t (.’~.Jud,r~9 F~�~
shee~) to Pern~e~$ and interested
Pa~l~es

Workshop with Stakehok:lers L~te May

Deadl,ne for Comments Late June

Regional B~rd Me~ting fl~ July 18
Cons,derat)on of Tentative Pem~it

U

q
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~ALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~I 3, 1~

HON. PAMELA BOOTHE, MAYOR
CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS
6165 SPRING VALLEY ROAD
HIDDEN HILLS, CA 91302-1257

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders .....

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a hat.hal concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entiUed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considerabon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regiona~ Board is L
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management-program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
end how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swarnikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so dil~gently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OffKM
Surface Water Programs n
attachments U

co: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Conlml

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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April 3, 1996

HON. LOUIS PEREZ. MAYOR                                                                                                                        9
CITY OF LA PUENTE
15900 E MAIN ST                   "
LA PUENTE CA 91744-4788

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061664, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

...--_u_- ......~,vu.o u..why ~ m neck. ssary to nave a storm water permit, and why it is
~t~v~asn~n=:~rP:r~ea~t~eS~ ~:t_er__m,a,=na_g,_e_m~nt pr .ogram within the County. "One
however th ......... .u ,,=e= me ~=gal requtrements of Federal ~

~
o storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not

only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become             ~.~a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern,

edRu ..... ~=~-~ ~,os= ,u~/. =n== m-oepm p~=ce oescribes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s �onsiderat~n
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board
committed to working with the municipa;ities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement ¯ successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266.7592. or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Execut a
Surface Water Pregran~

cc: Jorge Le~)n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Den Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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HON. C. DAVID PETERS, MAYOR
CITY OF LA MIRADA
13700 LA MIRADA BOULEVARD
LA MIRADA CA 90638-3099

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is

important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting no~
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.                          ,

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runofl" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is T
committed to working with the municipal~ies of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

~
Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for    ~
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Prograrrm

attachments                                                                 U

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

#~geles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contlx~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

’~- ~"’~’ ~ --
1~131

HON. JOHN POWERS, MAYOR
CITY OF LA HABRA HEIGHTS
1245 N HACIENDA BLVD
LA HABRA HEIGHTS CA 90631

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CAOO61654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged tn developing Ihe
terms of the draft renewal stork water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stonn
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants In the
process indude representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County. and
vark)us other stakeholders.                                                             "

n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we hav.e encountered during our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It b
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
~o_b.v.~.u_s_a.n~swer is th.a.t we need t.o meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
ra~wever, mere are omer compelhng reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all mun~palities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted RunofF’ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as ~o why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.                                       ~i: -..
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can elso
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and fix
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and �oastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

attachments

Jorge Le~n. Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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HON. DEE HARDISON, MAYOR
CITY OF TORRANCE
3031 TORRANCE BLVD
TORRANCE CA 90503-5059

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ N~.
CA0061654, CI 6~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Store1
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 �~ies within the County. and
various other stakeholders,

n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One ~’~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling masons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not ~"
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly m national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article erdJtled U"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed bY local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adopUon of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032113



As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipaht~es of Los Angeles County to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letler and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensNe the urban runoff problem is. end how other communities ire
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact e~ther Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executiv~ ~
Surface Water Programs

ettachmenl=

co: Jorge Lea’t. Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lol

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mlil out Response Io Comments end LB~ April
Dr~ft Tenter;re Permif (mcJudmg F~�I
sheel) Io Permnlees ~r~ Inleresled

WOd~ShOp wtth $1~keho~erl LMe M~/
Deacll,~ for Comments L~te June
Reg~nll BoJrd Meeting ~ ~ 1|
Con~er~t~on ~ Tentlt~ve PermR

R0032115



HeN. JULIAN A. MIRANDA. MAYOR
CITY OF IRWINDALE
5050 N IRWINDALE AVE
IRWINDALE CA 91706-2192

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municil:)alities. Participants in the

~1~ process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
vadous other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly esked questions we have encountered during our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have 8 storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as wall. More and more, we era finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution era impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
8 concern for all municipelP~ies, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s conslderalJon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit. t-’-
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please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
L

you review these materials,
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please. circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.                         -

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

ettachment~
cc: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board                ~,~

Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Pert’nit Contact                                        ~’~

R0032117
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES                                       COMPLETION DATE
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HeN. HENRY HARKEMA, MAYOR
CITY OF PARAMOUNT
16400 COLORADO AVE
PARAMOUNT CA 90723-5050

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY |NPDE$ No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ~-.
various other stakeholders. -.~

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our r’~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it t~

Uimportant to implement = storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there ere other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all munic~oalities, end is now truly a national concerrL b
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled U
"Our Pofluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

"
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board it
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule ot the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so d~ligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK:er
Surface Water Program~

allm~rr~nlm

Jorge Le~n, (~’m~ of Chief Counsel, Otale Water Re~ourcem Conlrol Oomrd
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DAI~

Mail out Response Io Comments and L~e ~
Dr|ft Tentatrve Permit (~,~ F~
IhHl) to Po~I ~
P~s

~shOp ~h St~kehol~e~ ~te

~dl,~ ~ ~nts ~te Ju~

R~nBI B~M M~ti~ ~ J~ 1~
Cons~der~t~ ~ Tentative
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

April a. 1~J6

HON. GARTH G. GARDENER, MAYOR
CITY OF PICO RIVERA
6615 S PASSONS BLVD
PICO RIVERA CA 90660-3698

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNI
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR "’~ * .............CIPAL
CA0061654. CI 6948)                   ~,~ **~=L~:, ~;UUNTY (NPDES No.

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged In developing Ihe
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process in,Jude representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the Courdy, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our nnegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it b
Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One

obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runof/" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm wat~
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideratk)n            ,
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

;

i
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As you rev~v these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you =~gain for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so d=ligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

,

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK:~
Surface Water Programs

co: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, DeparUnent of Public Works, County of Lo~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032123

I



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES               COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and LMo ~
0. Dr~ft Terttetrve PerrM (mcl~:hng
~ sheet) to Permittees w~d Interested

/; Workshop with StakehOlders Late
.,:

Deadline for Comments              Late

Reg~or~ Bc~r¢l Meeting for July 15
Consx:lerat;on of Tentative Permit

AS of March 21, 1~96                                                                        "~
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HON. ROBERT CANADA, MAYOR                                                                                                                           ~
CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS
21815 PIONEER BLVD
HAWAIIAN GARDENS CA 90716-12g~

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ NO.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and              -
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is

important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One              ~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, :/however, there are other compelling masons as well. More and more, we am finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution am impacting not              ~
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.                             ~

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 nissue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
U"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm

waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.                                           ~
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letler and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how exlensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

¯ Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also

~ contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
,. 266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and foe’
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofr~er
Surface Water Programs

attachments

�¢: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Conrad
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

,
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~t Respoe~ to ~ts ~ ~e ~

~s~p ~ St~ke~l~e~ ~te M~y

~s~r~t~ of Ten~tive Pe~
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HON. JOHN FERRERO, MAYOR
CITY OF INDUSTRY
15651 E STAFFORD ST
INDUSTRY CA g1744-3995

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stol’m
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants In the                  "    ~-

all process include representatives from the County, the 85 cites within the County, arid ~L . .:..
various other stakehoider~, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why It b
important to implement ¯ storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not

~’~only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National C-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-~raphic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration

and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water PemdL                                           ~-.,

R0032128



¯ April 3. 1996

,It.~
Page 2

As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program, Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other �ommunit~$ ere
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515, You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu st (213) 266-7592, or Cados Urrunega at (213)
266.7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRR~LL
Assistant Executive Oftk:er
Surface Water Program~

cc: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Contro~ Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032129
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES ¢OklPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comment~
Draft Tentatrve Pe~ (~ F~
sh~t) tO
P:~s

~ShOp ~h St~ke~e~ ~te M~

~h~

M~ 21.1~
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HeN. PHYLLIS R. RE’YES, MAYOR
CITY OF DUARTE
1600 HUNTINGTON DR
DUARTE CA 91010-2592

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY NPD No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)                                        ( ES

The Regional Water Oual~y Control Board is currantly engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatNes from the County, the 85 cities within the Courtly, lind
various other stakeholdem.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm wa
important to im lement a ,, ..... ,-    -     -       ter permit, and    it                UP          st .... , ,,=,or manaoement nrN,, ..... :,~: ..... why iS                     3
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,, ,-,~-,- me ~ounty. One
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere trading
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not               ~’~
only coastal regions, but also inland �ommuni13es. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996             ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout                     ~
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been                        ~
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water                            -’
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter end the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel f~ee to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, Ind for
working $o dilKJently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

attachments

CC: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, DNision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

. eles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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Mail o~ Response to Comments and LMe ~
Dr~f~ Terttatrvt Pern~ (tnc~d~g
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u
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-’AUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
ANGELES REGION

Ct~N~I ~ ~

HON. LARRY GLENN, MAYOR
CiTY OF GLENDORA
118 E FOOTHILL BLVD
GLENDORA CA 91740-3380

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE8 No,
CA0061654, Cl 6948)                                                 .,

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged In developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Munldpal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in Ihe
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

nSC~e~.o,~t~_.e,_m_o.z_t __c~mm~on..ly. asked questi.on.s we have encountered during our
U

~n~)�~,.,_~ .~u.s on .wny .n ~l necessary to nave a storm water permit, end why # Is;.,unam ;o Implemenz a szorm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are lmpectJng not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entilJecl
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideragon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032134
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Reglonal Board
committed to working with the municipalities of Los ~geles County to develop arid
implement a successful storm water management program, Please circulate both thL~
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how aerious
and how exlensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communitiel
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can MSO

; contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlo~ Urrunaga at (213)
[ 266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

¯
!~ CATHERINE TYRR~LL

¯ : Assistant Executive Officer~ Surface Water Program~

attachment~

co: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Contr~

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection A~ency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

Angeie~
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Conta~
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:~LIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
ANGELES REGION

HON. ~RRY GLENN, ~YOR
CI~ OF GLEN~
116 E FOO~ILL BL~
GLENDO~ ~ 9174~

NATIONAL POLLUTA~ DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DlSC~RGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUN~ (NPDE~
CA00616~, Cl =~)

~e R~ionel Water O~t~ C~ol ~a~ ~ ~ent~ engag~
te~s of ~e dm~ m~l sto~ water/u~an runoff NPDES Pe~ (Mun~pal
Water Perm~) for Los ~e~s Coun~ ~ ~ muni~pal~s. Pa~pan~
press bd~e repre~n~es ~om ~ Count,
va~ous o~er

~ of t~ ~t ~~ ask~ q~s~ons ~ have e~nte~ dud~
negotiations f~s ~ ~y ~ b ne~ssa~ to have
~nt ~ implem~t ~ sto~ water management pr~mm wigan
obvious answer ~ ~at ~ ~d to m~t ~ l~al r~uire~n~
however, ~ere am o~r ~lSng reasons as well. Morn
¯ at ~e environmen~l efl~ of sto~ ~ter/u~an runoff ~ll~on
on~ ~as~l r~ns, b~ al~ inland ~mun~es. Sto~ water ~II~ h~

To pmv~e add~onal ba~gr~ on ~ subj~
~sue of National ~mph~ Magazine whi~ includes an
"Our ~/lut~ Runo~ (~ page 106). ~is i~ep~ p~ desk.s
water/u~an runoff ~II~ prob~m whi~ affe~ u~an
~ Un~ S~tes. ~ al~ ~Ips to answer ~me of be ques~ons ~at
~s~ by I~I ~ o~ and pr~mm managem as to why
~nage~nt plan ~ ~~.

We are al~ en~i~ an u~at~ ~u~ for ~e R~ional
and adop~ of ~ Mun~pal Sto~ Water Pe~
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working w~th the municipalities of Los Angeles Counly to develop end
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the t~me to review the enclosed information, and kx’
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRR~LL
Assistant Executive
Surface Water Progranm

attachment~

cc: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resourcea Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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HON. GARY P. MCCAUGHAN, MAYOR
CITY OF DOWNEY
11111 BROOKSHIRE AVE
DOWNEY CA 110241-3898

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA00616S4, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storrn
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the

,-’-’~, process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, Ind
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is "
Imporlant to implement a storm water management program within the County. Orm ~_~
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and ~ now ~uly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled ./
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032140
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Page 2

committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem,

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Programs ~, n

attachments

cc: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board

~ Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

.............. R0032141
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HON. EILEEN ANSARI, MAYOR                                                                                                                              "
CITY OF DIAMOND BAR
21660 E COPLEY DR STE 100
DIAMOND BAR CA 91765-4177

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, CI $948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the ~ ..,.
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and .
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our U
negotiations focus.on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It Is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become U
a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 H
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit. [. ..... ._ _.~
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L
As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communit~s are                  ~
tackling this problem. ../

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you ~gain for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so d!l~gently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progrern~

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Depa.rtment of Public Works, County of Loe

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE                                                9

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

’ Mail o~! Response to Comments end LIte April
,. Drl~ Tentative Pem~ (inrJ~il~ F~:t
~ sheet) to Pem’,ttees ~nd Inlemsled

WOrklhOp with SllklhOldlr~ L~I Mey

Dlldl;ne foe’ (’.offtmentl LIfe June

Regional Board Meeting for Jt#/I~

~ of Mer~ 21.1~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~61 3. 19~

HON. DONALD L. DEAR. MAYOR
CITY OF GARDENA
1700 W 162ND ST
GARDENA CA 90247-3778

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities, Participants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;.                  ~’~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalibes, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National C-,-,-,-,-,-,-,-,-~raphic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth p=ece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm wate~
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s �onsidembo~
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofl~er
Surface Water Programs

c¢: Jorge Lebn, OfFice of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, DNision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~ril 3, lg~

HON. LARRY GUIDI, MAYOR
CITY OF HAWTHORNE
4455 W 126TH ST
HAWTHORNE CA 90250-4482

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and            [ ’~ .~

d various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it ts U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly i national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we ere enck)sing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032149
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is g

committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please ~rculate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem. (~

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga st (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL ¯
Assistant Executive ~ I° ¯ ~"~.
Surface Water Progrernl

~,~

attachment~
U

¢c: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board " " ~j~

Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control
Board                                                                ~

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of Los

.Angeles

5
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIViTiES COMPLETION DATE

Ma~i out Response to Comments ~ Late ~
Omft "tentative Permit (Inck~J~9 F~ct
sheet) to Perm~tees ~d Interested

Wod~Sh~P ~h S!_-ke~lers Lale May

D~idi~ l~x Commenls..~_ I.~e June

Re9~l Boerd Me~t;ng fo~
Cons~er~t,on of Tentative perm~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~+1 3, 19~.

HON. EDWARD VINCENT, MAYOR
CITY OF INGLEWOOD
ONE MANCHESTER BLVD
INGLEWOOD CA 90301-1750

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Store1
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the

variousPr°ceSSotherinCludestakeholders.representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County. and

~"n+ .~Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it Is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled              ~
"Our Polluted Runo#" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm                   ~
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city off’~Jals and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit_
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you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is

committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement ¯ successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.                                                                Q

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
26~-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer [. "¯ 1~ Surface Water Programs

n
attachments U

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032153
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY                                                                                         L
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail OUt Response to Comments ond    L~te
Draft Tentative Permit (~ F~
sh~t) tO Pe~s ~ intemsl~

~dl,~ ~ ~ntS ~te Ju~

~s~e~t~ ~ Ten~t~e Pe~
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HON. HAROLD E. HOFFMAN, MAYOR
CITY OF LAWNDALE
14717 BURIN AVE
LAWNDALE CA 90260-1497

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants In the
process include representatives f~om the County, the 85 cities within the Count, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it i~ U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~_~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become

na concern for all municipalities, ar~l is now truly a national concern.
U

To provk:le additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~y officials and program managers as to why a storm warm’
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032155
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how sedous
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water=.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfflcM
Surface Water Prograrn~

attachments                                                                ~J

Lea)n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control BoardJorge
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

"
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
¯ LOS ANGELES REGION

~HI 3, 1~

HON. ~ON PEDIGO, ~YOR
CI~ OF LOMIT~
24300 ~BONNE A~
LOMITA ~ 90717.1198

NATIONAL POLLUTANT OISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISC~RGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUN~ (NPDES No.
CA00616~, CI ~)

~e Regional Water Ouaf~ Control ~8rd is cu~ent~ engag~ in devel~i~
te~s of the draft re~wal sto~ water/u~an ~noff NPDES Pe~ (Mun~ipal
Water Pe~) for Los ~geles Coun~ and ~s muni~pald~s. Pa~pan~
press i~ude repre~ntatNes ~om the Count,

. ~    various o~r i~kehoMem,r

n~me of ~ most ~mmon~ ask~ q~stions we have e~unter~ duH~
~otiabons f~us on why ~ is ne~ssa~ to have a sto~ water ~it, 8~. ~y ~ ~ U
implant to ~p~nt a storm water management pr~ram w~hin
obvious answer ~ ~at we n~ to meet ~ ~al r~uire~n~ of F~eml
however, ~ere are other ~lling reasons as ~11. M~e a~ more, ~ am fi~
¯ at the environ~n~l effe~s of sto~ water/u~an ~noff ~ll~n are
only ~stal r~Jons, b~ also inland ~mun~ies. Sto~ water ~ll~n has ~

na ~n~m ~r all mun~pal~s, a~ ¯ ~ ~ly a nafi~l ~.
U

To prov~ addRio~l ~grou~ on ~ subj.,
~sue of National ~phic Magazine ~i~ includes an ~ing a~ en~
"Our ~llut~ Ru~ (~ page 1~). This i~epth
water/u~an ~noff ~ll~ion problem ~i~ affe~s u~an
¯ e Un~ States. K also helps to answer ~e of
~s~ by ~1 ~ off~a!s and pr~ram managem as to
manage~nt plan ~ ~~.

We are also en~i~ an u~at~ sch~u~ ~r ~ R~I ~’s ~s~m~
a~ adopt~n of ~ Mun~pal Sto~ Water Pe~

R0032158
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board i=
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can ~ee how =edous
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or ~he development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
conlact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and f~
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water=.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Programs

attschrnent~ U

cc: Jorge Le6n, Off’me of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board UBruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Corttrol

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency nDon Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~
U.Angeles

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                         =j
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE ’
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CAI.IFC)RNIA REGIONAl. WATER (~UAI.ITY CC)NTROI. BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION
I01 Cf~qtl| I~AZA Den~

~13, ~6

HON ED CORRIDORI, MAYOR
CITY OF AGOURA HILLS
30101 AGOURA CRT STE 102
AGOURA HILLS CA 91301-2003

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 694~)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Part.penis in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ,
various other stakeholders.

~. --~,,
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it tl

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

UTo provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled r"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm Owater/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032161
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0
you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is

Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, o~ Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so ddKjently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

n
at’tachrr~ U

¢c: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board ~ U
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency n
Don wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of LOS-.

U.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                          ~’~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. DENNIS WASHBURN, MAYOR
CITY OF CALABASAS
26135 MUREAU RD
CALABASAS CA g1302

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl ~948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholder=.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our                ~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it i~
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollubon has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996           , Q
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled ,J"Our Polluted Runoft" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032164
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and hoW. extensive the urban runoff problem ~s, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so dil~jently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK~’
Surface Water Programs

¢c: Jorge Lea)n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Store1 Water Permit Contact

.... R0032165



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M~il O~ Respor~.se tO Corttmertt$ alld LMe ~
Draft Tent~’,~e Permit (mcl~Jing Fact
81~eet) to ~m ~ Interoste¢l

~,*~,,-klhOp w~ Stlklho~erS Late

Deidhne kpr Comments Late June

Regio~l Board MeetinO fo~ July as

Corts~demt,on Ot Tentative Permit

March 21. SOSO
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION

~ril 3, 19~

HON. JOAN HOUSE, MAYOR
CITY OF MALIBU
23555 CIVIC CENTER WAY
MALIBU CA 90265-4865

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES ’No,
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholder=.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it 15
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Po/luted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enP.Josing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit

R0032167
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end foe’
working so diligently with us to protect our inland end coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progrem$ .....

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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L̄OS ANGELES REGION

~HI 3. 1~ T

HON. JAMES EMMONS. MAYOR
CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE
4373 PARK TERRACE
WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91361-4361

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and it~ municipalities. Participantl in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders. ,r

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it il U
important to implement a storm water" management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~.J
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. i
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff~ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water ¯
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s conslderatk:~
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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LAs you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ere
tackling this problem,                                                                   q

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunoga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs n
m~chrnenl~ U

Jorga Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Waler Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujirnoto, Division of Water Ouality, State Water Resources Control

Cathedne Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protecbon Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Direclor. Department of Public Works, Counly of ~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and
Drift Tentative Permit (including
shier) tO Perm~ee| ~nd Interested
Plt1~el

WOrklhOp with StakehOlderS Lira Mly

l:)~adlin~ for Comments l~te June

Regiorml Board Meetin9 for
Con$i~lerat~on of Tentative Perm~

As of March 21. 1996
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD                                                     ~’-%
lOS ANGELES REGION

~61 3, 19~ g

HON. MICHAEL I. MITOMA, MAYOR                                                                                                                     !~
CITY OF CARSON
701 E CARSON ST
CARSON CA 90745-2224

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ I~,
CA0061654, Cl tS48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, IrKI
various other stakeholders. -~’~

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have ¯ storm water permit, and why it t= U
important to implement ¯ storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~_~
however, there are other compelling reasons as wall. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become j
a concern for all municipalities, end is now truly a national concern. i
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996            ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the stonn
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032173
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As you review these materials, please, keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water nzanagement program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council M=rnbers so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff peoblem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on el~her the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me el (213) 266.7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu al (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time tn review the enclosed information, and for
working so ddigently with us to prole¢l our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of W~ler Qualm,/, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. D#partment of Public Works, County of Lo~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water permit Contact
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
.LOS ANGELES REGION
iol cEhrtll R, AZ~ ~

~fil 3, 19~

HON. GODFREY PERNELL, MAYOR
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS
2 PORTUGUESE BEND RD
ROLLING HILLS CA 90274-51~

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Mun~pel Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and            r~
vahous other stakeholders.                                                          ,.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it la Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there am other compelling masons as well. More and more. we am finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution am impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~’~
a concern for all mun~palities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we am enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We am also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032176
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you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
Lcommitted to working with the munic;palities of Los Angeles County to develop and

implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

,./Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland end coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

attachrnen~                                                                 ~,J

co: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                        ~’~

R0032177



V
0

LOS ANGELES COUNTY                                                                                          L
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
Ac’r~V~TIES COMPLETION DATE



.LOS ANGELES REGION
Io~ C~IE ~ DINI

April 3, 19~

HON. ROBERT BECK, MAYOR
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
4045 PALOS VERDES DR NORTH
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES CA 90274-2596

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm ’
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipal~leso Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders. ~ -~.~,

Some of the most commonly asked questions ~ have encountered dudng our ~’~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal ~ D~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~
¯ concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled U
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s considerationand adoption of the Municipal Storm Water PermiL                                         r"~~__
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is                   L

committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please �~rculate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem,

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK:M p~ ----.
Surface Water Progmrn~

: r’~

attachments U

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact L
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Moil out Response to Comments end Late April
Draft Tent|trve Permit (inck~n9 Fact
~t) to Po~s o~ Int~st~

~dl~ ~ ~nts Lote Ju~

R~ B~ Meet~ ~ J~ 16
~ns~emt~on of Ten~ve
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HeN, PAUL ROSENSTEIN, MAYOR
CITY OF SANTA MONICA
1685 MAIN ST
SANTA MONICA CA 90401-3295

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities, Participants tn the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is ¯ U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitJed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the stem1
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is g

committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are ~.~
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or you, r staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrK~
Surface Water Programs

U
attachments

cc: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works. County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

.... R0032183



LOS ANGELES COUNI~
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACT1VIT]E S COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and
Draft Tentative Perm~
sheet) to Pem~lees and Intemste4
Par~es

Wo~shop ~ Slakal~:)l~erl Llte May

Deacll~rle f¢~ Comments Life June

Regional Board Meet.’~ f~’ July
Co~s~erlt~n of Tentltivt Pem~

q

..
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

¯ ~o~ �INT~I ~ levl

~al 3, lg~

HON. JUNE WENTWORTH , MAYOR
CITY OF WALNUT
21201 LA PUENTE RD
WALNUT CA 91789-2018

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA00616~4, ¢1

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling masons as well. More and more, we am finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We am also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, end how other communities are

i tackling this problem.

I Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
~ process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also

contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working =o diligently with us to protect our inland end coastal waters.

~ CATHERINE TYRRELL
~,~ Assistant Executive ~

Surface Water Programs

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION
I0! �|Ntll ~ ~

~nl 3, lg~

HON. ST~ HE~FERT. ~YOR
Cl~ OF ~ST CO~
P.O. BOX 1~0
~ST COVI~ ~ glTg~l~0

NATIONAL ~LLUTA~ DISCHARGE ELI~INA~ON SYSTE~ ~UNIClPAL
~TOR~ WATE~ DlSC~RGE PERMIT FO~ LOS ANGELES COUN~ (NPDE~
CA~081~, Cl ~)

T~ ~egion~l W~ler Qu~l~ Control ~rd is cu~n1~ eng~g~
te~s of the draft re~al st~ waterlu~an runoff NPDES Pe~ (Mun~pal
Water Pe~) for Los ~e~s Coun~ and ~s mun~palit~s. Pa~pants in
press i~ude repre~ntatives fi~ the Count, ~e 85
var~us other Itakeho~em.

~ of the ~st ~mon~ ask~ questions we have en~unte~ dud~
~otiations f~us on ~y ~ is ~ssaw to have
implant to implement a sto~ water management pr~ram ~in
obv~us answer is that ~ ~ to m~t ~e I~al ~uiremen~ of F~eral
h~ver, ~re are o~r ~lling masons
¯ at ~e environ~n~l eff~ of sto~ water/u~an runoff ~11~
only ~stal regions, b~ al~ in~nd ~mmunitMs. Sto~ water ~l~n has
a ~m for all muni~pali~s, a~ ~ n~ ~

To pmv~e add~ional ba~gmund ~ ~e subj., ~ am en~i~ ~ Febmaw
~sue of National ~ph~ Mag~i~ ~i~ includes an o~i~
"Our ~llut~ Runo~ (~ page 1~). This in~ep~
water/u~an ~noff ~ll~on p~lem whi~ affe~s u~an and ~1 areas ~r~
~ Un~ S~tes. It also ~lps to answer s~ of
~s~ by ~1 ~ o~ls a~ pr~mm managem as to ~y
~nage~nt p~n ~ ~W.

We am also end~i~ an u~at~ ~ule ~
and adop~n of ~ Mun~l St~ Water Pe~
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you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and fo~
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watem.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofllcar
Surface Water Programs

cc: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

¯
-        R0032189
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LOS ANGELES COUNT~
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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.LosCALIFORNIA~o, clm,IANGELES~xz. ~REGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

~ril 3. 19~

HON. LEONIS C. MALBURG, MAYOR
CITY OF VERNON
4305 S SANTA FE AVE
VERNON CA 90058-1786

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
v, riou, other ,takeholderl.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it il

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled             ~’
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local cry officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikanr~u at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive OfrN:er
Surface Water Prograrn~                                                           "

n

qco: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                        ~,~

R0032192
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M~il out Response to Comments and L~le ~
Draft Tentlt,ve Permit (mcl~d,hg F~cI
sheet) to Perm~tees a~d Inler~lmd

Workshop w~th Stakeholders Lale May

Degdhne for Comments l,~te June

Regionel Bolrd Me,ring fpr J~ly I~
Considergtior~ of Ten~t~v~ Permit

q
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CALIFORNIALOS ANGELES REGIONAL REGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

~ 3, Ig~              "

HON. JOHN BOWt.ER, MAYOR
CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH
1315 VALLEY DRIVE
HERMOSA BEACH CA 90254-3814

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0051654, Cl 1948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, end
vat.us other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within ~ County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;                  ~_~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More end more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for ell municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032194
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipali0es of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program, Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem, q

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so U~IKJently with us to protect our inland and coastal watem.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

n

attachment~ U

cc: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe. Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

.Angeles
City Mun~pal Storm Water Permit Contact n

U
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY                                          L
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments and Llte Al:xil
D~f~ Tantatrve Permit (including
sheet) to Pen, toffees and Interested

Workshop w~th StakehOIderl Life

DeadlDne for Commentl Late June

Regionll Bolrd Meeting
Consideration of Tentative Permit.

~ As o~ March 21, 1~

I
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¯ LOS ANGELES REGION

~al 3, 19~                                               g

HON. RICHARD J. RIORDAN. MAYOR
CITY OF LOS ANGELES
200 N. SPRING STREET
LOS ANGELES CA 90012-4801

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Qual~, Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipal~tles, Parl~pents in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 c~ties w~thin the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our "~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why it is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a �oncern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entJtJed         12

"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032197
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to Call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofr~er
Surface Water Programs

attachments

��: Jorge Le~n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources ~

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

........ R0032198
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Miil out Response to Comments and L~te April
Draft Tentative Pern~ (mcl~l,~ F~ct
sheet) tO Perm~taes MKI Inlertsted
Plrt~l

VVo~lhOp w~th Stakeholders LIfe

_r~__~dl~e for Comments L~ta

Cons~dermt~n of Tentative Permit

As of M~�~ 21, tgg~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION
.~,~ ¢l~tll I~AZA Oewl

HON. STEVE BARNES, MAYOR
CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH
1400 HIGHLAND AVENUE
MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266-4785

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Reglonal Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the

variousPr°ceSSotherindudeatakehoiderl.representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer i~ that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we ere finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a natk)nal concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032200
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April 3, 1996

As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop arid
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Of~:M
Surface Water Progreml

attachments

co: Jorge Le~n, Of~ca of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, D~vision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contac~

R0032201
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACT]V1TIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~ Response to Comments arKI LMe April
C)rl~ Tent|t,ve Permit (incJ~,r~
Sh~t) to Perm~ee| ~nd Intemsta<l
Plrt~l

Wc)~$hop ~ Stakeholders Late May

Deadline for Commentl I~te June

Regional Bolrd Meeting
Cons~leration of Tentative Permit

......... R0032202



VCALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER OUAUTY CONTROL BOARD¯ @ 0

9HON. ~OND ~INGLY, ~YOR
CI~ OF P~OS ~RDES ESTATES
~0 P~OS ~RDES DR., ~ST
P~OS ~RDES ESTATES, ~ ~274

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Oua,ty Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Mun~pal Sto~n
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, Ind          ~, _..~,
various other stakeholders. n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it l~
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One jj
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become U
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. /
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996            ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled O"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the store1
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032203
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious

tackling         and how this extensive problem, the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are

Should you have any questions on either the adoption scheduie or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Off~:er
Surface Water Programs

co: Jorge Le~)n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032204



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~ Response to Comments and L~a Aphi
Draft Tentabve Perm~ (mck~dingFact
sheet) to ParmJtlees and Interested

Workshop w~th StakehoIclers Late May

Deadline tot Coff~nent$ Late June

Reg~l Board Me, ling lot J~y 15
Con$icleral~on of Tentative PermR

~.~

MatCh 21. lm                                                        n

q
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
ANGELES REGION

HON. ~I~YN LYON, ~YOR
CI~ OF ~NCHO PALOS ~DE8
30~0 HA~HO~NE BL~

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern f~ all municipalities, and is now Ituly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032206
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensNe the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.          -.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development    -
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can liso
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so dIligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assist.ant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

t̄tac m t, U

cc: Jorge Lea)n, Off’~,e of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                     ~,~
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

,A geles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact                                        ~’~

R0032207
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLEI~ON DATE

Mai~ out Response to Comments ond L~e AlXi
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
" LOS ANGELES REGION

17131 ~-~

HON. BRAD PARTON, MAYOR J
CITY OF REDONDO BEACH
415 DIAMOND ST ’
REDONDO BEACH CA 90277°2894

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDE$ Ne.
CA00616~4, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quali~y Control Board iS currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Store1
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the

¯ ~    process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholdem.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
Unegotiations focus on why i~ is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it kl

important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm wate~lurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled            ’
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit. ,...__

R0032209
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
-’, Assistant Executive Officer

Surface Water Programs

attachments

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of LoI

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032210



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mlil ~ RosPonse to ~:~m~,nl$ I~1 LMO Alxii
D~f~ Tenlllrv~ Porm~t (mcltx~lng F~ct
sheel) to perm~leeS and Intomsted
Parbes .,

~’.~.-kShOl:) w~t SlakehOMers Late May

Deadl,~e fo~ ~nls L~e J~ne

Regional Bo~’d Meeting fix ,,July
Con$~der~t~n of Tant~tiva Parm~t
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LosCALIFORNIAANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITYCONTROL BOARD

@

g

~61 3. 19~                                                g

HON. RICK REYES, MAYOR !~
CITY OF GLENDALE
613 E BROADWAY RM 205 "’
GLENDALE CA 91206-4388

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the

variousPr°ceSsotherinClUdestakeholders.representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ~ .-~.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our ~
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~J
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become ~m
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ natk:)nal concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996             ~
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Pol;uted Runoff" (see page 106), This in-depth piece describes the storm                   ~
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~ officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032212
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (21.3)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watere.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Ofl~er
Surface Water Progmm~

Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

...Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032213
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY                                          L
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M~il out .~espo~se to Comments and L~e ~
Oraft Tentatrve Pam’~t (mcl~i,r~ F~ct
sheet) to Perm~et$ and Interested
Parl~s

Wo~shop wtth St~kaho~ders Late May

Regk~r~l Boerd Meehr~ f~ Ju~y lS
Cons~erabon of Tentative PermR.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~1 ~, ~

HON. STEVEN GOURLEY. MAYOR
CITY OF CULVER CITY
9770 CULVER BOULEVARD
CULVER CITY CA 90232-0507

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stottn
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and            L
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, end why it is . U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, ~.J
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are trnpacbng not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become r
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. O
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996 nissue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article erdJtled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm U
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consk~eration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032215
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
commitled to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact eilher Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so chligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Prograr 

attachments

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032216         ~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
¯ LOS ANGELES REGION

~,~

~1 3,

HON. ALLAN ALEXANDER, MAYOR
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS
450 N. CRESCENT DRIVE
BEVERLY HILLS CA 90210-4854

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl 6~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participant= in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and

~!~ various other stakeholder=. " ’~

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessan/to have a storm water permit, and why it i~ U
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One H
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern. U
To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the Februaqf 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is nec~sary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s conslderalJon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit."

R0032218
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Programs

attachment~

cc: Jorge Le~Sn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032219
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

M~il ou~ Response to Comments I~r~l L~te April
Draft Tentative Permit (including F~�~
sheet) to Pern~ees ~nd Interested
Par~,e$

Workshop w~th Stakehoh:ler~ L~ta May

Deadline fo¢ Comments Late Juee

Con$idar~bon of Tantstive Permit

March 21.1~9~
r~

U
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HON. CARL JACOBSON, MAYOR                                                                                                                         ~’/
CITY OF EL SEGUNDO
350 MAIN ST
EL SEGUNDO CA 90245-3895

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the -
process include representatives from the County, the 8,5 cities within the County, and

~various other stakeholders. .

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it i=

important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One             IJ
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling roasons as well. More and more, we aro finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become            ~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we aro enclosing the February 1996            r’
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled O"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We aro also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032221
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As you review these materials¯ please keep in mind that the Regional Board tl
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how zerious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling thil problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption lchedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your ltaff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266.7592. or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working zo diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waterl.

CATHERINE TYRRELL                                                                     .

*~ Assistant Executive C)ffK~’

~n

Surface Water Progreml

co: Jorge Le~n, Offk~e of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
~’~Bruce Fujimoto. Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Work~. County of

,Angek 
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

.... R0032222



LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD ~ "~7’
~OS ANGELES REGION

~1 3, lg~ T

HON. MARIA CHACON, MAYOR
CITY OF BELL GARDENS
7100 S GARFIELD AVE
BELL GARDENS CA 90201-3293

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA00616S4, Cl 6945)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders. " "7

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our n
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is

Uimportant to implement a storm water management prc~gram within the’County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;, D~
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are Impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become r
a concern for all municipalities, and is now l]’uly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled             ~
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm Jwaterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program, managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032224
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is L
committed to working with the muni~palities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

~,~
Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so ddigently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL --
Assistant Executive Officer

~.r,~.~
Surface water Progrems

attachments                                                                 U

co: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                      "~
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director. Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact n

U
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail o~1 Restx~se t~. Comments and Lzta Apdl
Or~ft Tenmt=~ Pe~ (~i~ F~
sh~t) ~ Pe~= =~ Intemst~
P~n~s

~s~ ~ S~ke~Me~ Late May

~=dl,~ ~ ~ntS ~te Ju~

C~s~emt~n ~ Ten~t~e
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HON. DAVE GOLONSKI. MAYOR
CITY OF BURBANK
275 E OLIVE AVE
BURBANK CA 91502-1267

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stottn
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and ~ ~.~.~
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it Is
impoi~nt to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal Ilw;
however, there are other compelling reasons aS well. More and more, we ire finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff, pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution tins become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032227
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ere
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cadoa Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and fix
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRREM.
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

attachmen~

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resourcea Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032228
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
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9
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"Los~ALIFORNIAANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

HON. ARTEMIO E. NAVARRO, MAYOR                                                                                                                ,~’
CITY OF COMMERCE
2535 COMMERCE WAY
COMMERCE CA 90040-1487

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6~48)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, ind
various other stakeholders,                                                          n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng out
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is U

important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become             ~’~
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. it also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

|
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
comm;tted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can lee how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrurmga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, end for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
"~, Assistant Executive Offk~r

Surface Water Programs

attachments

Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, DNision of Water Quality, State Water Resources Contll)l

Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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¯ CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
¯ LOS ANGELES REGION

~ CINTI~ ~ Dev~

HeN. OMAR BRADLEY, MAYOR
CITY OF COMPTON
205 S WILLOWBROOK AVE
COMPTON CA 90220-31g0

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No,
CA0061654, Cl $948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities, Participants In the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It b
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
¯ �oncern for 811 municipalities, and is now truly ¯ national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitJed
"Our Pol/uted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideraUon
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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0
you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is

Lcommitted to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
end how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Q
Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cados Urrunoga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

Assistant Executive OliVer
Surface Water Programs

c¢: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection A~ency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

Ange~=
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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HON. ALEX F. RODRIGUEZ, MAYOR
CITY OF CUDAHY
5220 SANTA ANA STREET
CUDAHY, CA 90201

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stomt
Water Permit) for Los Angeles.County and its municipalities. Pe~cipants in the
process include representatives from the County. the 85 cities within the County. and
various other stakeholders .....

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To.provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entilJed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece desc~bes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We ere also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s ~ratk)n
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 26~7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

co: Jorge LeOn, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

,Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. PATRICIA A. WALLACH, MAYOR
CITY OF EL MONTE
11333 VALLEY BLVD
EL MONTE CA 917~1-3293

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0081654, CI 6948)

The Regional Waler Quality Control Board is currently engaged In developing the
terms of the draft renewal slorm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Ston~
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Pert~cipant~ in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our
nnegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
Uimportant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One

obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

8To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff’ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout

¯ the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s �onsideratk)n
and adoption of the Mun~pal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working w;th the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Oe’K~
Surface Water Programs

attachments

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United Slates Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

~geles
City ~. .~cipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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’CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

April 3. 1996

HON. BERNARD LASAGE, MAYOR
CITY OF SAN MARINO
2200 HUNTINGTON DR
SAN MARINO CA 91108-2691

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged In developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stomt
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our                ~,j
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why it is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996             "!
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities Ire
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed Information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water.

CATH|
Assistant Executive
Surface Water Programs

attachments

co: Jorge Lebn, Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Con~ol Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of LoI

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

.J
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIYITIES COMPLEllON DATE

Mail out Response to Comments end Late ~
Draft TantatNe Parn~t (tnck~9 Fact
sheet) to Parm~ees and Intemstad
Panes

Wor~shop w~th Stakeho~ers Late Mr/

I~adl,~ ~o~ Comments Late June

Re~)na~ Board Meetin9 for ~ 16 .
Consideration of Tentative Permfl. " ....

As of March 21. 1996                                                       ~’~
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.LOSCALIFORNIA ANGELES REGIONAL REGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

~al 3, 19~

HON. JOE VASQUEZ0 MAYOR
CITY OF ROSEMEAD
8838 VALLEY BLVD
ROSEMEAD CA g1770-1787

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA00616S4, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Stomt
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholdem.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why R i~
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal lirw;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more. we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution are impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article ent~Jed
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is L
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement ¯ successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities ire
tackling thi= problem.

Should you have any, questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga et (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enck>sed information, and for
working =o diligently with us to protect our inland and �oastal water=.

CATHF_~RINE TYRRELL                                                                                                                      ~..
Assistant Executive ofr~er
Surface Water Programs

attachments

Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency                     ~lr
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail O~ Response to Comments and Late April
Omft Tentltrv~ Permit
a .heat) to Pern~ees wKI Inler~|te~

Workshop ~ Stakahok::lers Late May

Deadline f~ Coav~nt$ Late June

RegiOnal Board Me~ting for
Considar~t~o~ of Tent~t~e Permit

~D As of March 21, 1996

q
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April 3. 1996

HON. PAUL ZEE, MAYOR
CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA
1414 MISSION ST
SOUTH PASADENA CA 910303298

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY(NPDE$ No,
CA0061654, Cl 69,tg)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board ts currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm water/urban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants In the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders.

Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered dudng our
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have ¯ storm water permit, and why it is
impo.,1ant to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm water/urban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland com,munities. Storm water polluUon has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we ere enclosing Itm February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled
"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which effects urban end rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the mun~pai~t~es of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council MembePs so that they too can see how serious and
how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are tackling
this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the brae to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protec~ our inland and coastal watem.

CATHERINE TYRRELL:
Assistant Executive
Surface Water Programs

attachment~

cc: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Den Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Lo~

Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact

R0032249
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HON. HARRY BALDW1N, MAYOR
CITY OF SAN GABRIEL
532 W MISSION DR
SAN GABRIEL CA 91T/’6-1202

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES NO.
CA0061654, CI 6944)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the drsf~ renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County and its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, and
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly asked questions we have encountered during our

Unegotiations focus on why it is necessary to have a storm water permit, and why It is
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federel law;,
however, there ere other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, end is now truly a national concern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitled U"Our Polluted Runoff" (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
water/urban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local c~ty officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enck)sing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideration
and adoption of the Municipal Storm Water Permit.

R0032251



April 3, lg96
Page 2

As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is. and how other communities are
tackling this problem.

Should you" have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592. or Carlos Urrunega at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal waters.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progrernl

a~chmenlm

Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Conlrol Board
Bruce Fujimoto. D~vision of Water Ouality, State Water Resources Control

Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

.Angeles
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact
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CAI.IFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
" LOS ANGELES REGION

~     0

April 3. 1996                          -

HON. JOANNE BALTIERREZ, MAYOR J
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO "’
117 MACNEIL ST
SAN FERNANDO CA 91340-2993

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is currently engaged in developing the
terms of the draft renewal storm waterlurban runoff NPDES Permit (Municipal Storm
Water Permit) for Los Angeles County end its municipalities. Participants in the
process include representatives from the County, the 85 cities within the County, ~ "°.~.
various other stakeholders, n
Some of the most commonly ~sked questions we have encountered dudng our U
negotiations focus on why it is necessary to have ¯ storm water permit, and why R il
important to implement a storm water management program within the County. One
obvious answer is that we need to meet the legal requirements of Federal law;,
however, there are other compelling reasons as well. More and more, we are finding
that the environmental effects of storm waterlurban runoff pollution ere impacting not ~’~
only coastal regions, but also inland communities. Storm water pollution has become
a concern for all municipalities, and is now truly a national �oncern.

To provide additional background on the subject, we are enclosing the February 1996
issue of National Geographic Magazine which includes an outstanding article entitJed J
"Our Polluted RunofF’ (see page 106). This in-depth piece describes the storm
waterlurban runoff pollution problem which affects urban and rural areas throughout
the United States. It also helps to answer some of the questions that have been
posed by local city officials and program managers as to why a storm water
management plan is necessary.

We are also enclosing an updated schedule for the Regional Board’s consideraUon
and adoption of the Men.pal Storm Water Permit.
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As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board is
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both this
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how serious
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities am
tackling this problem.

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process,, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Cado$ Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 for assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and for
working $o diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal water~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant ~xecutive Officer
Surface Wat~ Program~

~ Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

=: Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency U
Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of Los

 , ele,
City Municipal Storm Water Permit Contact (,j
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Moil o~t Response to C4~’nmenta
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sheet) to Pen’Nllee$ 8nd Interested

VVorkshop w~th Stakeho~ers LMO May

Deadhne ~’ C-.Nnments L~te June
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD /
LOS ANGELES REGION

HON. ~LLIAM M. P~~, ~y~
CI~ OF PA~E~
100 N ~RFIELD A~ RM 212
PA~E~ ~ 91101-7215

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUN~ (NPDES
CA00616~, CI

~e Regional Water Ouali~ Control ~ard ts ~nt~ engag~ tn developing
terms of the draft renewal sto~ water/u~an runoff NPDES Pe~ (Mun~pal
Water Permit) fm Los ~geles Coun~ and ~s mun~ipal~ms. Padi~pants in
press include representat~es from ~ Count, ~e 85 ~tms w~in ~ C~n~,
var~us o~er stakeho~em.

~me of the most ~mon~ ask~ questions we have e~unte~ dud~ ~r
~gotiations f~us on why ~ is n~s~ to have a sto~ water ~, a~
impo~ant to implement a sto~ water management pr~ram w~in ~ Count.
obvious answer is ~at ~ ne~ to m~t ~e ~gal r~uiremen~ of F~eml
however, there are other ~m~lling reasons as well. More and more, ~
¯ at the environmen~l effe~s of sto~ water/u~an runoff ~11~ are impa~
on~ ~astal r~ions, b~ also inland ~mmun~ies. Sto~ water ~ll~n has
a ~n~m fm all muni~pali~s, a~ is n~ ~ I nabonal ~m.

To provide add~ional ba~grou~ on ~ sub~, ~ are enc~i~ ~e Feb~w
~sue of National ~raphic Mag~i~ whi~ incl~es an o~tandi~ a~
"Our ~l/ufed Runo~ (s~ page 1~). This i~epth p~ de~s ~
water/u~an runoff pollution prob~m whi~ affe~s u~an a~ m~! areas
¯ e Un~ed States. Italso helps 1o answer some of ~e questions ~at ha~
~sed by I~1 ~ o~als a~ pr~mm manage~ as to why a st~ ~
management plan ~ ~~.

We are also enclosing an u~at~ s~ule for ~e R~;onal ~’s ~s~m~
and adop~on of ~e Municipal St~ Water Pe~

R0032257



April 3. 1996
Page 2,’ 0
As you review these materials, please keep in mind that the Regional Board il L
committed to working with the municipalities of Los Angeles County to develop and
implement a successful storm water management program. Please circulate both thi~
letter and the magazine to Council Members so that they too can see how eerioul
and how extensive the urban runoff problem is, and how other communities are
tackling this problem, q

Should you have any questions on either the adoption schedule or the development
process, please feel free to call me at (213) 266-7515. You or your staff can also
contact either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)
266-7598 f~ assistance.

Thank you again for taking the time to review the enclosed information, and ~
working so diligently with us to protect our inland and coastal watar~.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Progremt n
a~achmer~ U

co: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control

Board
r~Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency

Don Wolfe, Deputy Director, Department of Public Works, County of I.~ U
Angeles

City Municipal Storm Water Permit Conta~ .J
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

9
ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Mail out Response to Comments er~l L~te ~
Draft Tentat~a Permi~ (incJuding F~:~
sheet) to Pern~ttees and Interested
Part~

Work$1’K)p with Stakehok.lers Late May

Re~io~! Bo~rtl Me, tin9 for July 15
Con~erat~on of Tentative Permit.

q

i                            ,
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LosCALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDANGELES REGION
I01 (~NllEE Pt,~ZA ~
A~O~TERt~I’ PALE,. CA ~11S4-21~

March 22, 1996

Mr. Donald Wolfe. Deputy Director
Department of Public Works
County of Los Angeles
900 So. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803.-1331

REPORT OF STORM WATER MONITORING UNDER NATIONAL POLLUTANT
DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE
PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No. CA0061654, Cl 6948)

We received your submittal titled Report of Stormwater Monitoring Winter 1994-1995
on March 21. 1996. Upon cursory review, it appears that the information contained
within the Document could be further summarized and distributed to the Los Angeles
County Permittees and members of the public for their information, I hope that you
agree with the idea of a broader distribution.

Due to the very fine print contained within the document, we request that two (2)
additional copies be provided to the Regional Board. Additionally, we request that the
data also be provided on 3 1/2 inch computer disk in a general database formal

If you have any questions regarding this request please call me at (213) 266-7515 or
have your staff contact Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Program~

cc: Jorge Le~)n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality. State Water Resources Control

Board
Catherine Kuhlman. United States Environmental Protection Agency
Los Angeles County Permittees
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MR GEORGE GHEBRANIOUS MR ED OTSUKA MS PAM KEYES
CALTRANSIDISTRICT 7 CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS CITY OF CULVER CITY
120 S SPRING ST 9298 W THIRD ST 4095 OVERLAND AVE
I~ ANGELES CA 90012-3684 BEVERLY HILLS CA 902103712 CULVER CITY CA 90232-3731

MR ED SCHRODER MS AMY AMIRANI MR MICHAEL KANTOR
CITY OF EL SEGUNDO CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH CITY OF LOS ANGELES
350 MAIN ST 131,5 VALLEY DR 650 S SPRING ST 7TH FLOOR
EL SEGUNDO CA M)24S.389,5 HERMOSA BEACH CA 90254-3884 LOS ANGELES CA 90014-19,52

MR NElL MILLER MS HEATHER WURT’Z Ms VERON~A DOLLESCHEL
CITY OF MANHAI"rAN BEACH CITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES CITY OF RXNCHO PALOS VEADES

30~40 HAY~rTHORNE BLVO
3621 BELL AVE :371. VAN NESS WAY STE 200 RANCHO PALOS VERDES CA
MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266-34,59 TORRANCE CA 905014220

MS MAUREEN J LULL MS LOLA UNGAR MR SAM WEE
CITY OF REDONDO BEACH CITY OF ROLLING HILLS CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES

4045 PALOS VERDES OR NORTH
41,5 DIAMOND ST 2 PORTUGUESE BEND RD ROLUNO HIUJ ESTATES CA
REOONDO BEACH CA 90277-2894 ROLLING HILLS CA 90274-6199

MR BILL BUOL MS SHARON PERLSTEIN MS NANCY DELANGE
CITY OF SANTA MONICA CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
158,5 MAIN ST 8611 SANTA MONICA BLVD 23920 VALENCIA BLVD STE 300
SANTA MONICA CA 90401-3296 WEST HOLLYWOOD CA 900494182 SANTA CLARITA CA 9135~217|

MR MOHAMMAO MOSTAHKAMI MS ANNETTE PEREZMR MANHYJ MAGANA
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEER DIR. DEVELOPMENT SERV.
CITY OF ALHAMBRA CITY OF ARCADIA CITY OF BELL
111 S FIRST ST 240 W HUNTINGTON OR ~330 PINE AVE
ALHAMBRA CA 91801-3794 ARCADIA CA 91007~!499 BELL CA 9020t-1291

MR WILLIAM C PAGETT MR ORA LAMPMAN MR SAMUEL S JOHNSON
CITY ENGINEER PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
CITY OF BELL GARDENS CITY OF BURBANK CITY OF COMMERCE
7100 S GARFIELD AVE 275 E OLIVE AVE 2535 COMMERCE WAY
BELL GARDENS CA 90201-3293 BURBANK CA 91502-1267 COMMERCE CA 90040-1487

MR DANTE SEGUNDO MR N~S MAOAm MR KEV TCHARKHOUTIAM
ACTG. OIR. PUBLIC WORKS ENGINEEmNG MANAGER CITY ENGINEERC~TY OF CUDAHY
CITY OF COMPTON CX) I~ERRA EN~NEEmNG CO CITY OF EL MONTE
20‘5 S WILLOWBROOK AVE Ss2s OAKDAUE AVE ~S0 11333 VALLEY BLVD
COMPTON CA 90220-3190 WOO~AND roLLS CA 91~4~S14 EL MONTE CA 91731-3293

M~ LUCtEM J LEBLANC MS CATHERINE ROSEN MR PATRICK FU
PRINCIPAL CML ENGINEER PROJECT MANAGER ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEERCITY OF GLENDALE
ENGINEERING SECTION cn’Y OF HIDDEN HILLS CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK
~ E BROADWAY RM 204 371 VAN NESS WAY STE 200 6550 MILES AVE RM 135
GLFJ~DALE CA 9120~-43~ TORRANCE CA 9050t~227 HUNTINGTON PARK CA 90255-43~

MS BARBARA MUNOZ MR EMILIO M MURGA .... ~
b.t~,-ULLMER CHAP~ SENIOR CIVIL ENGINEER DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS "
D~. PUBt.JC WORKS CITY OF LONG BEACH CITY OF LYNWOOD~ OF LA CANADA FLINT~DGE
1327 FOOTHILL BLVD 333 W OCEAN BLVD 9TH Ft. 11330 BULUS RD
LA CANADA FLJNTRIDGE CA 9t011-2137 LONG BEACH CA 90802-4664 LYNWOOD CA 90262-3693
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,,R M~S NAGAN MR ROBERT BAMMES MR CARLOS DILLONENC~NEER MAI~AGER DIFL PUBLIC WORKS ASSISTANT ENGINEERCiTY OF MAYWOOO
C~r~ TIER~ EN~NEERJNO CO CITY OF MONROVLA CITY OF MONTEBELLO
Ip~;OAKO*LE *VE ~S0 418 S IVY AVE 1600 W BEVERLY BLVD
~,,. ~OI.AND HILLS CA t1~4.~!4 ~ MONROVLA CA 91016-2888 MONTEBELLO CA 90640-3970

MR RONALO J MERRY              MR WILLIAM PAGEI"I" MR BILL SATOCITY ENGINEER ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEER mR PUSUC WOWKSCITY OF MONTEREY PARK CITY OF PARAMOUNT ANO TRANSPO~TAllON
320 W NEWMARK AVE 16400 COLORADO AVE CITY OF
MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2896 PARAMOUNT CA 90723-5050 100 N OARFIELO AVE Im

WICKMAN MR JERRY WEODING MR DOUG BENASHMR FRED
DEPUTY CITY ENGINEER CITY OF SAN FERNANDO ASSOCIATE CITY ENGINEER
CITY OF ROSEMEAO 117 MACNEIL ST CITY OF SAN GABRIEL
8838 VALLEY BLVD SAN FERNANDO CA 91340.2~3 832 W MISSION DR
ROSEMEAD CA 91TJ’0-178~’ SAN GABRIEL CA

MS MAYA MOUAWAD MR JOHN OAVIOSON MR CHARME HONEYCUT
CITY OF SAN MARINO PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR ACTG. DIR. OF PUBLIC WORF~
2200 HUNTINGTON DR CITY OF SIERRA MAORE CITY OF SIGNAL HILl.
SAN MARINO CA t1108-289t 232 W SIERRA MAORE BLVD 2178 CHERRY AVE

81ERRA MADRE CA ~1024-23t2 SIGNAL HILL CA

MR STEVE A HENLEY MR JIM BIERY MR JAMES R VAN WINKLE
OIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS OIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORK8
CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE CITY OF SOUTH GATE CITY OF PASAOENA
1415 N SANTA ANITA AVE 8650 CALIFORNIA AVE 1414 MISSION ST
SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3389 8OUTH GATE CA 90280-3078 8OUTH PASADENA CA

MR JOHN HYATT MR SAMUEL "KEVIN" WILSON MR ELROY KIEPKE
PUBLIC WORKS SUPERINTENOENT ACTG DIR OF COMMUNITY SRVS CITY OF AGOUNA HILLS
CITY OF TEMPLE CITY CITY OF VERNON :30101 AGOURA CRT STE 102
8701 E LAS TUNAS DR 4305 S SANTA FE AVE AGOURA HILLS CA 9130t-200:3
TEMPLE CITY CA 91780-2249 VERNON CA 90056.178~

MR OALE E LIPP MR DAVIO N CARMANY MR PATRICK DOBBEIN$
CITY OF CALABASA~ CITY MANAGER CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE
2~138 MUREAU RD CITY OF MAUBU C/O WlLOAN ASSOCIATES
CALABASAS CA 91502 23555 CIVIC CENTER WAY 374 POLl ST

MAUBU CA 90266.4~4 VENTURA CA 83001-2~13

MR ALEX SHEYDAYI MR JOHN J WISZ MR SHERWOOD NATSUHARA
VENTURA COUNTY CIVIL ENGINEERING ASSOCIATE CITY OF J~ARDENA
800 S VICTORIA AVE CITY OF CARSON 1717 W 162ND ST
VENTURA CA 93009-0001 701 E CARSON ST GARDENA CA 90247-3778

CARSON CA 90745-2224

MR CHARLES D HERBERTSON MR RICHARD KENNON MR MIKE SHAHBAKHll
CITY OF HAWTHORNE CrTY OF INGLEWOOD CITY OF LAWNOALE
4455 W 126TH ST ONE MANCHESTER BLVD 14717 BURIN AVE
HAWTHORNE CA 90250-4482 INGLEWOOD CA 90301-1750 LAWNDALE CA 90266.14~?

~ ~NILLIAM O MC CONNELL MR RICHARD W BURI"r MS MARIA LLOYD
:i~BLIC WORKS COORDINATOR CITY OF TORRANCE DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

ITY OF LOMITA 3031 TORRANCE BLVD CITY OF ARTESIA
~4300 NARBONNE AVE TORRANCE CA 90503-5059 18747 CLARKDALE AVE
LOMITA CA 90717-1198 ARTESIA CA 90701-5899
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MR NASSER ABBASZADEH MR SID JALAL MOUSAVl MR MIKE EGAN
CITY OF AZUSA OIR. PUBLIC WORKS CITY OF BELLFLOWER
213 E FOOTHILL BLVD CITY OF BALDWIN PARK 16600 CIVIC CENTER DR
~’JSA CA 91702-2514 14403 E PACIFIC AVE BELLFLOWER CA 90706-5454

BALDWIN PARK CA 91706-4297

MR DAN W HElL MR HAL ARBOGAST MR CRAIG BRADSHAW
CITY ENGINEER ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEER CITY ENGINEER
CITY OF BRADBURY CITY OF CERRITOS CITY OF CLAREMONT
600 WINSTON AVE PO BOX 3130 207 HARVARD AVE
BRADBURY CA 91010-1198 CERRITOS CA ~0703-3130 CLAREMONT CA 81711-47t8

MR WAYNE DOWDEY MR DAVID O LIU MR ROBERT M BRACE
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIRECTOR CITY OF DIAMOND BAR CITY OF DOWNEY
CITY OF COVINA 21660 E COPLEY DR STE 100 11111 BROOKSHIRE AVE
125 E COLLEGE ST DIAMOND BAR CA 8170S-4tT~ DOWNEY CA 90241~607
COVINA CA 81723-21~9

MR STEVE ESBENSHAOE MR BRAO MILLER MR BRUCE LEACH
PUBLIC WORKS COORDINATOR CE ASSOCIATE CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDEN~
CITY OF DUARTE CITY OF GLENDORA 21515 PIONEER BLVD
1600 HUNTINGTON DR t16 E FOOTHILL BLVD HAWAIIAN GARDENS CA
DUARTE CA 91010-2582 GLENDORA CA 81740-338@

MR JOHN KAO MR CARLOS ALVARADO MR DAVIO GILBERTSON
CITY OF INOUSTRY CITY ENGINEER CITY OF LA HABRA HEIGWr8
15651 E STAFFORO ST CITY OF IRWINDALE 1245 N HACIENDA BLVD
,NDUSTRY CA 81744.3N$ 5050 N IRWINDALE AVE LA HABRA HEIGHT~ CA

IRWINDALE CA

MR BRIAN MCCLURE MR GREG AMATCHIA MR DANIEL KEESEY
CITY OF LA MIRADA CITY OF LA PUENTE CITY OF LA VERNE
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPT 16900 E MAIN ST 3~40 D ST
15515 PHOEBE AVE LA PUENTE CA 81744-4788 LA VERNE CA
LA MIRADA CA

MR CARL G BROOKS MR ERNIE GARCIA MR ENRIQUE ACEVEDO
DIR. PUBUC WORKS DEPUTY CITY MANAGER DIR. PUBLIC WORKS
CITY OF LAKEWOOD CITY OF NORWALK CITY OF PICO RIVERA
5050 N CLARK AVE 12700 NORWALK BLVD ~15 S PASSONS BLVD
LAKEWOOD CA ~0712-2697 NORWALK CA ~0~50-3182 PICO RIVERA CA

MR GLENN K LL:W1S MS ROSEMARIE SMITH MR JOHN PRICE
CITY OF POMONA ADMINISTRATIVE TECHNOCIAN DII~ PUBLIC WORKS
505 S GAREY AVE CITY OF SAN DIMAS CITY OF SANTA FE SPRING~
POMONA CA 917663320 245 E BONITA AVE 11710 TELEGRAPH RD

SAN DIMAS CA 91773-3002 SANTA FE SPRINGS CA

MR JACK ISTIK MR THOMAS MAYOR MR LEON YEHUDA
CITY OF WALNUT CITY OF WEST COVINA ASSISTANT OIR. PUBLIC WORK~
21201 LA PUENTE RD 1444 W GAREY AVE RM 215 CITY OF WHITTIER
WALNUT CA 917892018 WEST COVINA CA 91790-2144 13230 E PENN ST

WHITTLER CA 90602-1772
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CALI~RNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAU~ CONTROL ~ARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

Mr. John R. Mu~

C~ of San~ ~
1212 F~h Street. 3~ ~
San~ Mon~. ~ ~01

LOS ANGELES COU~ MUNICIPAL STORM WA~R DISC~RGE PERM~
SCHEDULE C~NGE

~ ~s a p~asum ~ti~ ~ at the C~ and Coun~ E~i~m ~s~n
~o weeks ago, At that ti~ you ~uest~ the new~ mv~ ~u~ for ~e L~
Ange~s Coun~ Mun~pal Sto~ Water Disease Pe~.
~u~ for y~r

~ u~at~ ~u~ will ~ mai~ sho~ to ~e oK~l st~ water ~nta~ ~ e~                 --
Perigee. If you sh~M ha~ any q~st~ns p~a~

~ 7515 or have your s~ff ~11 e~her Xavmr Swami~nnu at (213) 2~7592 or
U~naga at (213) 2~7598. n

U

~ERINE ~RE~
Assistant E~ ~
Su~ Water P~                                                           U

R0032264
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Reg~ona~ Board Staff Study Session w~th Alxil I
Reg~nal Board Meml~rs

Mail out Response to Comment~ and ~ ~
Draft Tentative Pern~! (including FI~:I
sheet) to Permitlm and Inlem~ted
Parties

Workshop with Stakeholders l~t~ May

Regional Board Meeting f~’ July 16

~,~. ¯

............................................. R0032265



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

March 20, 1996

Mr. Marcelino M. Martinez, P.E.
Principal Civil Engineer
City of Glendale
633 East Broadway, Room 205
Glendale, CA 91206-4388

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
SCHEDULE CHANGE

It was a pleasure meeting you at the City end County Engineem Association meeting
two weeks ago. At that time you requested the newly revised schedule for the Los
Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit. Attached is the revised
schedule for your information.

The updated schedule will be mailed shortly to the official storm water contact for each
Permittee. If you should have any questions please feel free to call me at (213) 266-
7515 or have your staff call either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592 o~" Carlol
Urrunaga at (213)266-7598.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive ~r
Surface Water Programs

attachment
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
¯

~o,LOSc~ANGELES~ ~m~ REGION

March 20. 1996

Mr. Robert Rugroden
Office Engineer
City of Downey
P.O. Box 7016
Downey, CA 90241-7016

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
SCHEDULE CHANGE

It was a pleasure meeting you at the City and County Engineer~ Association meeting
two weeks ago. At that time you requested the newly revised schedule for the Lol
Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit. Attached i~ the mvl~d
schedule for your information.

The updated schedule will be mailed shortly to the official storm water contact for each
Permittee. If you should have any questions please feel free to call me at (213) 266-
7515 or have your staff call either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592 or Cadot
Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive
Surface Water Programl

attachment

R0032268
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE
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Mr. Gerald E. Greene, D.Env.
Associate Planner

9
Boyle Engineering Corporation
660 South Figueroa Street
Suite 1000
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3452

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
SCHEDULE CHANGE

It was a pleasure seeing you at the City and County Engineers Association meeting
two weeks ago. At that time you requested the newly revised schedule for the Los
Angeles County Munic=pal Storm Water Discharge Permit. Attached is the revised
schedule for your information.

If you should have any questions please feel free to cell me at (213) 266-7515 o~ cell            ~ " .~
either Xavier Swamikannu at (213) 266-7592 or Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

u                                   n
CATHERINE TYRRELL

5Assistant Executive ~
Surface Water Program=

attachment
. 5
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

SCHEDULE                              9

ACTIVITIES COMPLETION DATE

Regional Board Staff Study Se$$~m wi~ Alxil 1
Reg~n~l Board Members

Mail out ResponN to Comments
Draft Tentat,ve Perm~ (mCkKling F~ct
sheet) to Pem~lees m~d Intem~ed
Pa~t~s

Regional Board Meebng for J~y
ConsKlerabon of Tentative Perrr~

U

As of IVla~h 15, 199~

R0032271



CALI~RNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALI~ CONTROL ~ARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

0

Febnmry 16, 1996

Mr. Elroy KJepke                                                                       Y
City Engineer
City of Agoura Hills
30101 Agoura Court. Suite 102
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAFt
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided dra.q copies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisions. As we agreed to at the January $, 1996,
�omminee meezing at the Regional Board offices, we ire trmumininl copies for your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Perminees. However, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expels to
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March ! 9, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would be greatly appreciated if mtmned to my
atxention by February. 29. ! 996.

If you have any questions please feel free to call me direcdy at (213)266-759g.

Environmental Specialist []

Enclosure

R0032272
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LosCALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDANGELES REGION
~ry PALE. CA

~13) ~?~

Febr~-~ ! 6, !

9
Ms. Amy Gl~d                            -,
Building Industry Associatio~
of So C~
1330 So. V~ley Vista ~
Di~ond B~, CA 91763

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MU,’NICIPAL STORM WATER PEILMrr DgAIrr
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresse~ and McKee has provided draft ~opies of fl~e .hmdbook to
the Regional Board for commems and revisions. As w~ agreed Iom the J~tus~a’ $, 1996, ......
¢x)mmine~ meeting ¯1 the Regional Board off’ices, w= ~re transmitting copies for ~)ur

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Permiuees. Hov, m~, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expects to
mail out the draft handbook to uhe public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tmmiv~
Permit. To accomplish this, your corrunents would be greatly appreciated if returned to my
¯ nention by February 29. I

~
e any questions please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-759g.

m
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LosCAUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDANGELES REGION

Ms. Meli~,a Beard
California Environmental ~
423 W~hington Su’ee~
3rd Fleet
San Ftan~iu:o, CA 94 ! ! I

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAI~
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee ha~ provided draft �opies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for c.omments and revisions. A~ we agreed to at the January 8, 1996,
comminee meeting at the Regional Board offices, we are UlasmitlJnI �opieJ for your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Permitleet. However,
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expe¢~ to U
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your �omments would be greatly appreciated if returned to my
attention by February 29. 1996.

If you have any questions please feel free to call me directly II (213)266-7598.

Environmental Specialist ~I

R0032274
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Februar~ 16, 1996

Deputy ci~ Eng~ne~
City of Malibu

LOS ANGELES CO~ M~i~PAL 5TO~! WATER PE~IT D~
HASDB~K

The consulting fm’n Camp Dresser and Mcgee has provided draf~ copies of the handhook
the Regional Bom’d for comments and ~evisions. As w~ agreed to at the Jantmry 8, 1996,
comminee meeting at the Regional Board o~,.’es, w~ ar~ mmsmiuing copies for your

We hope that the handhook becomes a beneficial tool to the Permi~ees. Howevor, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board ~xpects to
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentativ~
Permit. To accomplish this, your �ommems would be greatly appreciated if murned to my
attention by February_ 29_ !~6.

If you have any questions please feel fi-e¢ to call m~ directly at (213)~66-7598.

sp  u= m
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LOSCALIFORNIA ANGELES REGIONAL REGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

February 16, i 996

9
Department of Water & Po~s’
City of Los Angeles
Ill N. Hoi~ Street P.m 1116
Los Angeles, CA 90012

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAIrr
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee hat provided dr~ copier of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisiom. As we agreed to at the January 8, 1996,
committee meeting at the Regional Board office~, we ~’e lrin.uniuing �opie~ for yo~’ review.

We hope that the handbook becomes a beneficial tool to the Permi,ees. However. your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expecta to
mail out the draft handbook to the public on Match 19. 1996. along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this. your comments would be greatly appreciated if returned to my
attention by February 29. 1996.

lfyou have any questions please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-759~.
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. CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
I.OS ANGELES REGION                     ~

.~’~ PAI~ ~

February 16, 1996

9Mr. Phil P~chardson
Del~’tmcnt. of Public
Ci~/of Los Angeles
650 So. Spring Sux-et, Room 700
Los Angeles, CA 90014

-~r

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER P£RMrr DRAFr
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided draft copies of the handbook to
the Regional Boardfor comments and revisions. As we agreed to at the January 8, 1996, [ "
comminee meeting at the Regional Board offices, we are transmin~ng copies fo~ your review, r.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Permittees. How~, )’our n
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regions/Board expects to U
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would be greatly apprecialed if retusm~ to my
attention by February_ 29. 1996.

If you have any questions please feel free to call me directly m (213)266-759~.

e  menua m
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.CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
lOS ANGELES REGION

~      0

Mr. Fuilmer Chapman
Department of Public Works
City of La Cafiada Flintridge
1327 Foothill BI
Lo Catlada Flintridge, CA 9101

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUI~qClPAI. STORM WATER PERMIT DRAIer
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided draft copies of the handbook
the Regional Board for comments and revisions, As we agreed so al the January I, 1996,
�onwaiue¢ meeting at the Regional Board offices, we are tran.m~tting copies for, yore’ ~,vtew.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ b~eficial tool to Ibe Penniuees. However, your
valuable input is essential in making Ihe handbook helpful. The Regional Board expecu to
mail out the draft handbook to the pubLic on March 19, 1996, along with Ihe Tentative
PenniL To ~c¢omplish this, your comments would be greatly appreciated ff returned to my
atlention by February. 29. 199~

If you have any questions please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-759~

CARLOS
e   menua m

I
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Ms. Pare Keyes
Department of Publi~ Winks
(~ity of Culver City
4095 Overland Ave
L’~Iver City. CA 902~32-~7~31

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT
HANDBOOK

The consulting finn Camp Dresser rand McKee has provided dm.q �opies of the handbook to
theRegionalBoard for comments and revisions. As we agreed to at the January $, 1996,
�ommine¢ meeting at the Regional Board offices, we m’~ transmi~ng copies for your rm~i~,w.

We hope that the handbook becomes a beneficial tool to the Perminees. Howt’ver, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board ex~ Io
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative                    ~,~
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would he greatly appr~iated if ~tumed to my
attention by February 29. 1996.

lfyou have any questions please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-759g.

CARLOS URRUNAOA

F.ndosm~ .
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February i 6, 1996

Ms. Dee Zinke
Building Industry As,ur~tion
of LA/Ventura
24005 Ventura Blvd
Calabasas, CA 91302

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAl, STORM WATER PERMIT DRAFT
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm ~.amp Dresser tnd McKee has I~ovided draft copies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisions. A~ we agreed to at the January 8, 1996,
committee meeting at the Regional Board offices, we are ~itting �opie~ f.or your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes a beneficial tool to the Permittees. However, your’
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expects to
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would be grr.atly appreciated if tetmned to my
atlenfion by february_ 29A 1996.

If you have any quesfion~ plea~ feel free to call me directly at (213)266-759g.

Environmental Specia~ m

Enciomre
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAFT
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided dr~ copies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and r~visions. As w~ agr~d to m tlw January 8, 1996,
comminc¢ meeting at the Regional Board o~ces, we m~ transmitting copies for your szvi~w.

We hope that the handbook becomes a beneficial tool to the Perminees. However, you~
valuable input is esscmial in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board zxpects to
mail out the draft handl~ok to the public on March 19, 1996, ~long with the T~ntstiv~ F
Permit. To .accomplish ~is. your comments would be greatly apl~cciated if r~umed to my
anention by February ~-

if you hav~ any questions plume fe¢i fi~� to call me directly ~t (213)266-7S9g.
d

m

Enclos~u~
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February !6, 1996

Mr. Craig Perkins
Env and Public Works Mgmt Dep~
City of S~m Mo~�~
165~ Main St
Smta Mor~ca. CA 9040"/-2200

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAgY
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided draft copies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisions, As we agreed to at the January ~, 1996,
�ommittee meeting at the Regional Board offices, we are transmitting copies for your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Perminces. However, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expels to
mail out the draft handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would be greatly apweciated if returned to my
attention by February_ 29_ 1996.

If you have any question~ please feel f~e to call me directly at ~213)266-759g.

Environmental Specialist m
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

!~’. D~:m Williams
Department of Public Works
Ci~ of S~nu
23920 Vil~i~ BI, Sic ~ 3~
S~ CI~ CA 91355-2175

LOS ANG£L~S CO~

The consulting firm Camp Dresser ~d McKee has peovided draft copies of the ~ to
~he Regional Board for comments and revisions. As we agreed to m the Janum7 8,
comminee meeting at the Regional Beard offices, we are transmitting copies fo~ your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Perminees. However, your
valuable input is essential in making the ha~book helpful. The Regional Boa:d ~ to
mail out the draR handbook to the public on Ma:ch 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Pe~nit. To accomplish this, your comments would be greatly appreciated if returned to my
¯ nention by ~’ebruary 29. 1996~

If ~ve any questions please feel f~ee to call me directly at (213)266-?$98-
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¯ ~ALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAUTY CONTROL BOARDJ~S ANGELES REGION
@ O

~si 3~.t~O
g

Fcbt~t7 16, 1996

Roiling Hills Estates
4045 Palos Verdes Dr, Norlh
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAFT
HANDBOOK

The �omultin8 firm Camp Dresser and McKee ha~ provided drdt copies of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisions. As we agreed to at the January 8, 1996,
committee meeting at the Regional Board of Sces, we iu~ Irammittin$ copies for your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes a beneficial tool to the Petmittees. However, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board expects to
mail out the dratt handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, ilon8 with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would he greatly appreciated if returned to my
anention by February 29. 1996.

If you have any questions ple~e feel free to call me directly it (213)266-7595.

CARLOS
Environmen~ Specialist m

Enclosure
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROI, BOARD
I.OS ANGELES REGION                    ~

February I¯ 9
, Ms. Cynthia Kurt~

Cit~ of Pasaden~
100 N Garfield Ave, ~ 212
P~e~ CA 91101*~IS

LOS ANGELES COUNTY I~IUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT DRAFr
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Csmp Dresser and McKee has l~ovided draft copies of the
the Regional Board for commcn~ and r~visions. As w~ agrted to at the J~nu~y $, I~96,
�ommin~ meeting at ~ Regional Board offices, w~ m’~ tran.smit~ng �opi~ for your ~n~i~w,            ~...~

We hope ~hat the handlx~ok Ix-com~s a beneficial tool to tl~ Perminees. Howev~, ym~r
valuable input is essential in making the handlxmk h~lpfui. Th~ Regional Board ~Xl~�~ to
mail out the dra~ handbook m th~ public on Maxch 19, 1996, ~long with th~ Tmttativ~
P~’rnit. To accomplish this, your �omments would b~ greatly appreciated if rmumed ~o my
anention by ~:ebnmry_ 29. 1996.

If you have any que~ions please feel fir~e to call me ~y at (213)266-759$.

En ironmen  sp ciau.  m

Enciosu~
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
L̄OS ANGELES REGION

Februm~ 16, 1996

Ms. O~ii Fcue+
Natural Resources Defense Council
6310 S~ Vi~te Blv~ Sic ~

LOS ANGELES COUNTY/dUNICIPAL STOi~! WATER PERMIT DRAFT
HANDBOOK
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Department of Public Works
Ci~ of Burbank
275 E Olive Ave
B~bank, CA 91502-1267

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STOI~| WATER PERMIT DRAi~
HANDBOOK

The consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee has provided draft ~pie~ of the handbook to
the Regional Board for comments and revisions. As we agreed to at the Jammy 8, 1996,
commiuee meeting at the Regional Board office~, we a.~ transmittin~ copie~ for your review.

We hope that the handbook becomes ¯ beneficial tool to the Permittee~. However, your
valuable input is essential in making the handbook helpful. The Regional Board cxpecu to U
mail out the draf~ handbook to the public on March 19, 1996, along with the Tentative
Permit. To accomplish this, your comments would be greatly appreciated if returned to my.
attention by l~cbruary 29. 1996.

If you have any questions please feel f~e to call me di~y at (213)266-7595.

Specialbt m
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES V
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

too 50UTH

Feb~a~ 8, 1996

~,~    EP-3
A

Dr. Robert p. Ghirelli                                                                  ~
Executive Officer
California Regional Water

Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region                      /~
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754o2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrell£=

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (CI6945) - SECOND QUARTER PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the above-
captioned Permit which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report
provides a summary                                  on         the status of specific Permit
task/requirements performed during the second quarter (October
through December 31, 1995) of the sixth year of the Permit which
began on July 1, 1995.

A~ivitios Eor the New

The Permlttees, through the Executive Advisory Committee, have
continued to actively participate in numerous meetings with ~our
staff to establish the requirements for the new Permit.
Permituees, excluding those in the Ballona Creek and Urban Areas
Watershed, meet monthly. Each meeting is chaired by Los Angeles
County and attended by Permittees respective to each of the six
watersheds. Until the issuance of the new Permit, these watershed
meetings will serve as an open forum where Permittees can address
issues pertaining to their individual watershed and participate
the development of terms for the new Permit.

County Buildlng and Safety and Construction Porsonnol ~aln~

The County has developed a training program to apprise fleld
personnel of the NPDES Permit requirements. The initial training
apprised the attendanus on the history of the NPDES Permit, the
type of non-compliance activities commonly found at construction
sites, the progress on the upcoming new Permit, and the effects of
the NPDES Permit requirements on the County and its contractors.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghire111
February 8, 1996
Page 2

Each attendant received a handbook titied Best ManagementPractlces
Handbook for Const,’-uction Activities (Attach,~nt A}. This handbook
covers briefly the NPDES Permit requirements, water quallty impacts
from non-compliance activities, and Best Management Practices
{BMPs) for construction sites. So far, the County has trained 200
Construction Division personnel and 120 Buildlng and
Division personnel. Training of ali field personnel has been
completed as of February i, 1996. More detailed training will be
developed and scheduled in conjunction with the requirements of the
new Permit.

Public Education and Outreach

S~ormDraln Pollutlon Awareness

The County, through a 319h Grant, has contracted with the
Sierra Group to develop a Publlc Educatlon/Outreach Program
promote storm dralnpollutlon awareness among the residents
the County. Billboard and transit shelter sdvertlsementswere
posted in January and will run until April of this year. In
conjunction with the Sierra Group, the County has also been
working on the development of a publlc education plan
targeting junior/senlor high school students and the
establlshment of guidelines and a target polllng audience for
the second public opinion poll. The monthly progress report
for November from the Sierra Group is enclosed (Attachment B}.

Informatlonal Brochure

The modified brochures on BMPs (based on the nine brochures
developed by the City of Los Angeles as discussed last
quarter) were distributed to the Co-Permittees in the
Dominguez Channel/Los Angeles Harbor Watershed on January 25,
1996, during the monthly watershed meeting. Copies of the
brochures are also available at seven County libraries and two
Building and Safety branch offices within the watershed to any
interested parties.

.............. - - . ......... R0032292



Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
F~bruary 8, 1996
Page 3

Sto~er ~uality N~nag~en~ Plan ~nd Sto~ ~t~r/Urb~ ~off
Monitoring

In anticipation of ~he retirements of the new Pe~i~, ~he County
prepared a Reques~ for Pro~sal (RFP) for hiring a consul~an~
d~velop ~he s~o~wa~er ~anagemen~ plans and ~ni~orlng pr~ram
will ~ required by ~he new Pe~i~. We an~Iclpa~e awarding
con~rac~ in early March 1996.

Rocolv~ng Wa~or8 S~ud~ for Mari~ dol Roy ~d Ball~a Czook

The County is providing substantial funding for a c~rd~na~ed
among ~he USC Sea Gran~ Pr~ram, Southern California C~s~al

Project, and Unlversi~y of California, ~s ~geles,Research
de~e~Ine whether ~he s~o~wa~er ~noff from Ballona and
Creeks has any Impac~ on ~he ~neflclal uses of ~he coastal
The pressed research will span over a peri~ of ~ years,
~he da~a gathered fr~ six we~ weather sampling and ~ annual
weather sampling events. ~ optional ~hlrd year of research ~ ~
added In order ~o mee~ ~he goals of ~he s~udy. The resul~8 of
s~udy will ~ used ~o focus our s~o~wa~er management, efforts
address Iden~Ifled problems. S~udy resuln8 will also ~ used
assess ~he con~amlna~ion and/or ~oxlci~y levels In ~he Ballon8
Creek sediments ~o ~er define ~he con~rlbu~ion8 of ~heso
sedlmen~s ~o ~he con~amlna~ed sedlmen~ problem In ~ho
Marina del Rey entrance cha~el.

I Pedigrees continue ~o i~lemen~ ~helr p~ra~. There arePhase
no remaining Pe~i~ ~asks ~o initiate for ~hls Phase.

Drainage

Phase II Pedigrees continue ~o implemen~ ~heir pr~ra~. The~
are no remaining Pe~i~ ~asks ~o initiate for ~his P~se.

P~se III (Year ~ee Activities}: ~r ~s ~geles RiveE, ~r
S~ G~rlel River, ~d S~a Clar~Ea Valley Drainage

Phase III Pedigrees are ~de~ay wi~h ~helr
retirements ~o implemen~ Early Action and Addi~ional~s.

.......................... R0032293
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll

0
February 8, 1996
Page 4

If you have any questions regarding ~hls report, please contact
Gary Hildebrand at (818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday,
7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,
9

HARRY W. STONE
Dlrector of Public Works

FRED M. RUBIN
Assistant Deputy Director
Environmental Programs

DR :dO
O: \FI LE~\~NDQRT~$.
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NPDES Stormwater Permit ~.~

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES HANDBOOK
FOR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES

9

PUBLIC WORKS
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Dumping is illegal !

Whether it is liquid or solid, hazardous or non,

into a street, catchbasin, flood control channel or natural drainage course.

Call 1--800-30~)005

to report illegal acts ofdumping.                       ’ ~-~

q

R0032297



5

R0032298



’ ’
INTRODUCTION

In 1972, the Federal Water Pollution Contro/Act (Clean Water Act (CWA)) was amended to
provide that the di~:h~rse of pollutants to wate~ of the United States from storm water is
prohibited, unlc~s the dig:h,x~e is in compliance with a National Pollutant Di~,harse Elimin~on
S)~tem (NPDES) permit, in 1987, amendments to the CWA added Section 402(p) which
established a ~ork for regulating municipal, industrial, and �onstruction storm water
di.u:harges under the NPDES progr~un, in Ca~ifornie, these permits are issued through the State
Water gesotm:e$ Control Bo~d (SWRCB) and nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards

The Municipal Storm water Permit i~ued to the County ~d 85 cities in 1990 (referred to
municipal Storm Water NPDES Permit) requires the County and other citie$ to develop and
implement ¯ Storm Water RunoffManagement Program to reduce pollutants to receiving watet~.
Such pro~ms include erosion/pollution control on construction activities, both pubik: and
private, irrespective ofsize. Failure on the part of¯ municipality to provide such controls at
construction sites could result in tines up to $25.000 pet day ofviolation and possible
imprisonment. In addition, as of O~tober I, 1992, �onstngtion sites which have five or mo~
~e$ must be coveted by ¯ sepagate NPDES permit, ~gl failure to comply with thes~
requirements �~m also result in ¯ fine of up to $25,000 per day ofviolation and possibl~

¯ Prevent other n~teriah used at construction sites from caufinB off~te contamin~on
¯ Eliminate non-storm water discharBe$ from construction ~tes

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF "rHg HANDBOOK

The overall Boal 0fthe Storm Water Program is to reduce the adverse impacts ofstorm water
discharses on receivin8 water~ such az rive~ lakes, and the ocean. The purpose oftl~$ handbook
is to provide methods to reduce or elimir~te excessive erosion, sedimentation and pollution
caused by construction activities. A raorm water program can ~hieve this purpose by
implementin8 Best Manasement Practices (BNfl)$). BMPs zre p~ procedures, schedules
of activities, and prohibition~ on practices that could prevent or reduce the amount ofpollutan~ in
storm water runoff. The handbook explah~:

¯ Why is erosion/pollution control required during construction zctivitie~

R0032299



¯ W}~t construction related BN~Ps are available and how are they used (Act~v~tWsfact
.~ee~: Appe~hx A)

¯ Le~aJ authority - List ofexisting County Codes, regulations and administrative �lirecdo~
applicable to storm water erosiorvpollution prevention (Append~ B) T

R0032300
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¯ Comrol Si~e Perimeter: Upstream runoff should be diverted around or sa£ety conveyed
through the construction project, Local codes usually state that such diversions must not
cause downstream property damage or be diverted into another watershed. Runoff from
the project site should be free ofexcessive sediment and other �onstituent~.

¯ Control lmernal Erosion: Detain sediment-I¯den waters from disturbed, active areas within
the site.

Once the BMP objectives have been defined for the site, specific BMP categories ca¯ be
identified. At ¯ m~nimum, these BMP categories should include the following:

I. Construction Practices
2. Material Management " "
3. Wtsze Management
4. Vehicle and Equipment Mainzontace
5. Vegetative Stabilization
6. Physical Stabilization

8. Velocity Reduction
9, Sedimem "r~

Under each ofthese categories there are BMI)s designated to deal with the lame. Appendix A of
this handbook contains ¯ listing and description or’all construction related BMPs. Certabl
construction activities cause pollution if not properly managed. BMP$ should be zelected for eaclt
activity shown in the fact sheets. Not all of the BMPs listed will apply to every construction tire,
However, ~il ofthe suggested BMPs in Appendix A sho~dd be considered, and tho~ which m’~
appropriate for the project at hand should be selected.

SiTE INSPECTION

Inspections before and after a storm event are required by the Construction Oma~l Permit.
During other activities of the construction project (e.g. �learin~ ~’ubbin& earth moveme~ etc.),
it is more appropriate to perform inspections of the BMPs more frequently. This will allow
sufficient time for implementation of any corrections or improvements. Construction
erosion/pollution prevention inspection can usually be performed as part of¯ regular �onm~gtion
inspection program.

RECORD KEElq~G

Records of all inspections, compliance certifications, and non-complia.,~ r~ga, fing are to be
retained for at least five years, as required by the NPDES permit. Check lists are included for
field personnel to assure that BMP objectives are being met. The inspector should first go throu~
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CONSTRUCTION SITE BEST .MAXAGE.MENT PRACTICES (BMPS)

LTILIZ£ D {OTHuER IMPI

pasm# tCA ~)

+ +                                               0

~ ~CA 12)

C~ (~A 121

~ T~ (~ 55)
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¯
APPENDIX A

Listing of Constructien Related BMi~

Discharge of pollutants to storm water can result from co~truction related activities. Sediment (S), nuuients
(N). toxic materials (TM), oil and grease iO&G), tloatable materials (FM). and other construction
(’OCW) are the most probable pollutants generated l~om construction projects. These pollutants can be
~liminat~’d or r~luced by implemenung Best Management Practices qBMPs). The construction related BMPs
entail practicing good housekeeping, containing waste, minimizing and/or stabilizing disturbed area~
protecting slopes..channels, controlling site perimeter, and controlling internal erosion. Implementation of
the BMPs during construction activities is the responsibility of developer/owner/contractor of the project.
TheretO)re. developer/o~er/contractor education is a necessary Iool for proper implementation of BMi~. The
main objectives of the training are to promote a clear identification and understanding of the problem&
idcmify solutions, and implement and maintain the proper BMPs. The Ibllowing is a listing and a brief
description of construction related BMPs. More detailed descriptions can be lbund in the (::alifbrniaSttma
Water i3~st ~L;magcmcnt Pracl~�~: Handbook. developed by the State Storm Water Task Force. A copy of the
¯ handbook is available at the Permit and Field olfices and in Environmental Programs Division. Other BMI~
not listed here can be utilized, but should be documented in the comments section of the inspector’s �.lgckli.~.

!. Construction Pr~etice BMP8

CA I - DEWATERING OPERATIONS
Using sediment controls and filtration, testing of the groundwater in are~
suspected ~ having groundwater pollution, and properly handling and
disposing of the contaminated ~ater can help reduce pollution from
dewatering discharges to storm wmer. Targeted pollutants ate S and TM.

CA 2 - PAVING OPERATIONS
Using appropriate measures to prevent runon and runoffpoilution, properly
disposing of ~ste. avoid paving during ~et weather, storing materials away
from drainage courses, and protecting drainage courses can prevent or reduce
discharge of pollutants relating to paving operations into storm drain.
Targeted pollutants are S, TM, and O&G.

CA 3 - STRUCTURE CONSTRUCTION AND PAINTING
Storing paints and solvents properly in enclosed or covered areas, usin8 good
housekeeping practices, disposing ~,~ste promptly and appropriately, and
using safer alternative products are measures which can prevent or reduce
storm water pollution resulted from swdcture construction and paintin8
activities. Targeted pollutants a~ OCW, FM, and TM.

A-I
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¯
contaminated soil ~ppropriately and pmmpdy. T~,eted pollutams ~re TM
and S, and highJy ~-’~dic or ~]kaJ~ soils.

CA 23. CONCRETE WASTE. SANDBLASTING GRIT
Avoiding mixin8 excess tmounts of fresh concrete/ceme~ on-site. Conduct
~ts off-site at an approved location or ¯ desiSnaZed ar~ on-site. Tl~s
practice can prevent dischaxse of polluttnts to storm water fi’om �ortorete

CA 24. SANITARY/SEPTIC WASTE
Sanitary or st’l)tic wastes must be treated and/or disposed ofin accordance
with stile and iocaJ requirements. Providin8 �onvenm~ weD*maintained
facilities, and arranging for regular service and disposal are not only required
but t]so help in preventinB/reducln8 sardtary/teptic poOutants from enterin~

Beside the 8eneral BMPs, other BMPs include prolu~tin8 steam deani~ o~-
site, using phosphate.free or biodesradable soaps, using as little wat~ u
potsible, and infiltratin8 or recyclin8 the wuh water.

CA 31 - FUF.J.~G
In addition to the 8enend BMPs captioned above, iml~nm~ins spill
�ontuining ~ cleaning up spills immediately ire also BMP’s for fuelin~

CA 32 -
lmpecdng cm-site and incoming vehicles and equipmems for leaks and spills,
and repairing them immediately, �ontaining and deanin8 up spills immediately
tre also BMPt

V. Vegetative Stabilization BlVl~

ESC ! 0 - SEEDING AND PI..ANT~G
Seeding ofgrasses and planting of’trees, shrubs, etc., provide stabilization of
soil, reduce erosion, allow infiltration to occur, filter sediments, and hold soil
particles in place. This BMP stabilizes disturbed areas and protects



ESC 20 - GEOTEXTILES AND MATS
Although m~ ~ mo~t ~uitlble for po~t-�onstmction ~te Itlbilizltiol~ they
may be used for temporary stabilization of highly ero~ve zoiiz, chennds znd
szr~xn~ ~ steep ~lopes. Some organic n~tting materi~ls include jute
~lW. Some wnthetic matting rnate~l~ inck~e exc~sior, ~ fib~, ~
~d mulch ~tmg. Tzrgeted pollutants zr~ S.

£SC 2 ! - DUST CONTROL,
For oonsmx~k~ ~ inch as clearing and grlding, drilling grid ~
~ gnd debris storage piles, etc., dust control memut~ ~t~ u.~ed to ~
eoi] from =x)sio~L Some of the dust control BMPI for ztorm w~er
preve~l~m ~ paving, vegetating, or ch~nic~y ztabilizing Iccezl ~
where un~ved IT~Lfic surfzce~ adjoin paved roadz; provkfing ~ for hezd
Ixuckz Inn¯porting n~teri~ls that contribute du~z; providing wet ml)l)re~ak~
or chemical stzbilization of exposed soils; and limiting the mnount
disturbed by clezring and earth moving ope~tions by scheduling the~
activifiez in phasez. Refer to T~ble ESC 2 i. I of Californ~ Storm Wzter Be~
Management Przctic~ - Construction Activity, ]V[ar~ ]99:]. Tm’ge~ed
pollutznts gre S, TM, and O&:G.

ESC 22 - TEMPORARY STREAM CROSSING
A temporary ~:cess m~am cros,~g L~ ¯ culvert, £ord, or bridge placed zero~
¯ watez~vay to provide access for construction for ¯ pe~od ofles~ than one
year. Th~ BMP prev~n~ cormrucdon equipment f~om cau~g ero~io~
stream and tracking sediment and other pollutants into the ~tream. T~g~ed
pollutants m’= S, O~G.

ESC 23 - CONSTRUCTION ROAD STABILIZATION
On-site vehicle transportation routes, access ro~ds, parking are~ and
subdivision roads m’e ~usceptible to erosion and dust. These ~lJmentz m~
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V
the soil caused by high pipe flow velocities. ~ to absorb flow enemy to
produce non-~osive velocities,

ESC 41 - CHECK DAMS                                                                  L
Check dazns ~re small t~npora,’~ dams constructed across a swale or a
drainage ditch. These dams reduce the velocity ot’s~orm water flows, thus
reducing erosion of the swale/ditch, and also promote shor~ term

ESC 42 - SLOPE ROUGHET4~G/TE/U~CI~O
Slope roughening/tm-aci~ is used for slope stabilization and e~osion �ontrot.
To roughe~e~ace ~e slope is to create uneven ~ns, steps or groov~
on the soil surface to ~id in establishn~m of vegetation, reduce runoff
velocity, increase infdtration, and provide for sediment trapping

IX. Sedimemt Trapping BMPs

The targeted pollutant for the following BMPs is ~diment, The objectives ofthese
are to protec~ slop~chann~is, to �omrol site perimeter, and to control intenml emsioe.

ESC 50 - SILT Fi~CE B~
Silt fence is a temporary sediment barrier consisting of filter fabric stretched
across and attached to posts or wire fence fabric. Silt fences are geneS/ineffoc~ in Ice¯tiros where the flow is concentrated and are only applicable                 .~.
for sheet or oves~’~d flows.

ESC 51 - STR~W BALE BAJUUEIt                                                         ~d
Straw bale barriers consists of¯ series of secured anchored bales placed to
intercept sediment.laden runoff from small drainage areas of disturbed soil.
These barrien as~ typically constructed below dimubed areas subject to sheet
flow runoff.

ESC 52 - SAND BAG BARRIER
Sand bag barrien are made by stack~g sand bags along a level contour. This
BMP is used to detain sediment-laden water, ponding wat~ upstream ofthe
barri~ a~l promoting sedimentation. Sand bag barriers may be used in place
ofstraw bales or silt fences.

R0032309

!



R0032310





LEGAL AUTIIORn’Y

The following County codes, regulations and administrative directives are a combination of
information from the county engineer, Flood Control District, Health Department, Uniform
Building Codes, Building and Safety Administrative Manuals, Zoning Ordh~,x:es, Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction, etc. This list may not be inclusive, but for this
handbook’s purpose, these codes are the County’s lesal authority for enforcing erosioa and
pollution control.

REGULATIONS FOR RESPONSIBLECOUNTY
PRIVATE PROPERTY AND COUNTY ACTIVrI’Y AGENCY

PROJEC’I’S

~Los Anseles County Code, TiUe 20, Prohibits discharge of County Department
Division 2 (Sanitary Sewers and Industrialoffensive or damagin8 of Public Wod~
Waste), Chapte~ 20.36 substances. Industrial Waste~

Undersround Taak

Los Angeles County Code, Title 20, Placin8 obstructions, Los Anseles
Division 5 (Flood Control Dish’ic~ Property ref~ and County
& Facilities), chapter 20.94 contaminatin8 of public Wodr&

prohibited. Divhioa.

Lm Angeles County Code. "r’~e 10. Animal m~nce~ Lm Ansele~
Division h Section 10.40.060 (defecation) prohibited County Department

of Health Services.

Los AnBeles County Code. Title ! ! & 12, Prohibits discha~e, ~ Angeles
Divi~on 4 outlines cleanup County Department

reqx~ibUity of Hetlth Servic~
Lt~ Angeles County Code, Title 15, Prohibits litte~iag of Los Angde,
Section 15.76.180, 15.76.190 hish- County Deparunent i

Ways or sidewalks of He~lth

Los Angeles County Flood Contr~ Act, Acceptance oftrm~fer Lo~ Angdes
Ac~ 4463, Section 133/4. of s~orm dr~n County

improvements ~l of public Worl~
drainage improvements. Flood M~ntem~z

Bo~l of
Supe~vi~or~
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V
PROJECWS

1991 Building Code, Chapte~ 70, Erosioe control Los Angeles LExcavation and Grading County Departmem
of Pubic Works,
Buildin~ ~d

l~,.v¢lopm~
9
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COUNTY REGULATIONS FOR ACTIVITY RESPONSIBLE
COUNTY PRO,IE~’I~ AGENCY

Los Angeles County Code., Title 26. Erosion control Los Angeles
County of Los Angeles Building Code County ~
( 1991 Edition). Chapter 70, (County is of Public Works.
currently in the process of pursuing an Building and
Ordinanc~ to Amend Title 26), Sect. 7010, Safety/Land
7012,7019 Development

"Graybook"-additions and Amendments to Control ofdu~ control Los Angele~
the Standard SpecLficatiom for Public of water pollution. County Department
Works Construction, ,lanuary 1995. Storm and drainage of Public Work&
Sections 7-8. i, 7-8.2, 7-8.6 and 7-8.7 water control. Construction

Standard Specifications for Public Work= Control of dust, control LOs Angeles
Construction, "Gree~ Book", 1995 Edition, of water pollution. County Department
Section 7-8. Storm and drainage of Public Work&

water control. Construction
Division.

Uniform Plumbing Code, Title 28, Chapter Prevention of illicit LOs Angele~
! !, Section ! 102 and Appendix !, connections. County Department
Section $. of Public Work&

Building and
Safety/land

Division.

Zoning Ordinances: Title 2 I, Volume 6. Cluster development, Los A~Sel~
Subdivisio~ Code. bLIJside development. County ~

Lm~Isc,~op~ sp~e. of Public

Division.
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Omni Centre * 900 Wilshire Boulevard. Suite 1518, Los Angeles. CA 90017
Tel: (213) ~59~5605 ¯ Fax~ (213) 614~X)6 ¯ Fax~ (310) 699-46~
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¯
LOS ANGELES COUNTY STORMWATER/URBAN RUNOFF
QUALITY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

MONTHLY ACTIVITIES REPORT - NOVEMBER 199~

Introduction

The Sierra Group has been retained by Los Angeles County. Department of Public Works to
develop a Public Education/Outreach Project consisting of 3 key elementa:

i) An Initial Public Opinion Poll to establish a definitive benchmark of storm drain
pollution awareness level among the adults, aged 18 and over. representative of the
diverse population in Los Angeles County covered by NPDES permit;

2) The development and implementation of a 6-month Public Education Campaign: and

:3) A second poll at the completion of the campaign to determine its effectivenest.

Executive SumnmrT

This month’s activities continued to focus on follow-up with television, cable and radio media
outlets to support the airing of PSAs and monitor frequency of airing. Additionally, The
Sierra Group also provided research and assistance on advertising placements for theaters and
billboards (both pro bono and paid advertising). An Executive Program Update was prepared
for the Director of Public Works for a member of the Board of Supervisors (see attached
memorandum).

Key Activities and Outcomes for November 1995

Task 4.0 Implement the Campaign

¯ PSA DISTRIBUTION & AIRING

Follow-up with television, cable and radio outlets continued this month with the
objective of obtaining "air logs" documenting dates and time slots for the airing of
PSAs. Summary reports of these contacts and information on airings per week/month
will be provided again in December because of anticipated programming cycles
detailed in the October reixxt.
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. ¯ V
LOS ANGELES COUNTY STORMWATER/URBAN RUNOFF O
QUALITY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM "r
l~ge 2

MONTHLY ACTIVITIES REPORT - NOVEMBER 199$

Arrangements for the production of bill’boards and transit shelters were finalized and
posting periods were re-adjusted with Vista Outdoor Media for Januiuy 1996 to April
1996. The total dollar value of the 200 boards donated by Vista Ouldoor media
$50.000. The County is paying for posting of the 200 boards only. or 10.000.

The County requested The Sicrra Group to explore paid billboard placemems in
freeway corridors. The Sierra Group obtained estimated costs for production of 14’ x
48’ posters, and rental and posting fees for five (5) locations. The County is
considering this placement for sometime in 1996.

¯ THEATRE ADVERTI$1N~

At request of County, The Sierra Group obtained information on the theaue
advertising options including "on-screen slides" and "movie trailers’. Preliminary
production information and cost estimates were obtained and forwarded to the County
(see attached memoranda). Based on the information provided the County. requested
The Sierra Group to assist them in placing "on-screen" theater advertising in 26 local
theaters depicting the billbo’.u’d graphic and message.

"On-screen" slide advertising, which precedes the "feature" movie presentations will
reach i.8 million of our target audience over two months with this type of advertising.
The Sierra Group was successful at obtaining this paid advertising at a $0%
PSA discount over commercial rates. The 26 theatre package is worth $36,000
and the County will only pay $1~,000.

¯ FUTURE PROGRAM £FFOR7~

The Sierra Gro,p has continued to work with the County to redefine the second phase
of the project scope including modification Second Public Opinion Poll and
development of a junior/high school program. The County has requested The Sierra
Group to prepare modified polling options and scope and budget for development of a
junior high and high school educational program.
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LOS ANGELES COUN~TN° STOR,MWATER/URBAN RUNOFF O
QUALITY MANAGE.NIENT PROGRAM

MONTHLY ACTIVITIES REPORT - NOVEMBER 199~

Continued planning for the second pha~e of the Stormwater Public Education Program and
development of scope of work, budget and schedules.
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November , 199~

To: Supervisor Zev Yaroslav-~ky

From: Harry Stone, Director

Subject: Stormwater Public Education Program Update

Thank you for your support of the Department of Public Works Stormwater Public
Education Program. We thought you would appreciate an update on the progr~s we
making with the public outreach campaign you helped us to launch on September 13, 1995.

in this initial phase of implementation, our campaign consists of television and radio publi~
service announcements, billboards, transit shelter and theatre advertising. Our efforts have
been focused on the dislxibutlon of our campaign message of "Don’t dump in the dtain~"
which will continue through the rainy season until May 1996.

Television and Radio PSAq

PSA tapes and campaign literature were distributed to local English and Spanish teicvi~on.
c~ble companies and radio stations in early September 1995. It ~ly takes six to eight
weeks for televi$iou and radio outlets to review, approve and place PS.A.~ into
rotation for airing. Frequency of PSA airing varies a great deal, howevea’, most
stations/channels a~ programming the PSAs more than twice a week and will continue to do
so through May 1996. The PSA is being aired as foliowa:

MEDIA O0"I’LETS eURR£NTi.¥ AIRING*: 15

Television Stations - 3 ~?able ~.ompanlea - 9

KCAL (Channel 9) Centuw Communications (Brea)
I~SCI (Channel 18) Century Communications (Santa Monica)
I~VEA (Channel 52) Continental Cablevision (Los .Angeles)

Copley Colony (Wilmington)
Falcon Cablevi$ion (Malibu)
Insight Cablevision (Clan~nont)
Liberty Cable (South Gate)
Sammons Communications (Lage Hughes)
TCI Cablevision (Industry)

* frequency of airing is estimated at two to five times ¯ week.
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Billboard.~ & Transit Shelter~

a~ working with the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, StonnwaterWe
Division on the placement billboards and transit shelters. We have decided !o use the City
Los An£eles’ graphic for the billboards and transit sbehers which will include both the City
and the County of Los Angeles’ Stormwaler Information telephone numbers. The County will
post 20Q billboards and 200 transit shelters, primarily in suburban, inner.city neighbor hoods
and business distric~

T̄heatre Advertisin~

Two theatre advertising options are under consideration at this time. "On-screen" slide
advertising, which precedes the "feature" movie presentations, is being considered for 26
theatres in County areas. We can potentially reach i.8 million of our targe! audience over two
months with this type of advertising at a low cost. We propose to use the same graphic for
the "on-screen" slides as we are using on the billboards and transit shelters in order to
reinforce our campaign message points and images.

Since we produced our television PSA on 35 ram, we found that we can obtain additional
"reach" to theatre patrons by convening the television PSA to ¯ "movie trailer’, similar to
advertisements or "previews of coming attractions’. The cost of processing of the PSA traile~
is nominal, and as PSA, we would not pay for on-screen advertising. We have targeted 10 to
12 Spanish-language theatre screens all over the County in order to reach mono-linguai
Spanish speaking target audiences. The target audience reach for this advertising would be
approximately 500,000 people over ¯ period of two months,

Future Proeram Effort*

We are now in the preliminary planning stages of the second phase of the campaign. To dale,
we have concentrated on a media and advertising campaign which has a large reach and
saturation. While we need to continue this effort, some specific target audiences should be
addressed in subsequent phases of the Stormwater Public Education Program. R)r example,
we have not had an educational program developed and implemented for junior high and high
school-age youth which are our future and current "do-it-yourselfers". Also, based on the
results of the Initial public Opinion Poll completed in February 1995, we still need to develop
¯ more concentrated and comprehensive program of outreach to the mono-lingual Spanish
speaking target audience.

As we proceed with further program development, we will be sure to keep you and your
fully informed of progress, results and opportunities for your involvement. Again, d~ank you
for your interest and support.
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SIERRA

Dubli¢ Relationa ¯ I)ublic Affai~

November 13, 1995

To: Ginger Vadurro

From: Rebeeea Barran~es

Sub.le~t: Theatre Adwertising for Stormwater PSAs

I have obtained additional information on the thcatr~ advertising options presented in the
November 1, 1995 memorandum. Much of the detailed cost information is contained in the
attachments to this memorandum.

Theatre Trailer Film Proce~ln.

OPTION 1

We have obtained a quote for the film p~xa:essing of the Stormwater PSA into
the theatre screen. As stated previously, we would use our "edit decision list" l’rom the final
cut of the PSAs in both English and Spanish. We need to retain a post-production company
with experience in working with film negatives to do what is called "negative cutting"
according to our PSA edit list. All "fades and dissolves" and "titles" have to be processed
"optically’. The rest of process consists of creating a
film. The quote for these services from Hammer Filmworks is aRachad.

OPTION 2

A’ simple transfemng of the video (from the edited master) to create the the, aim trailer would
be less complicated and costly.. The quality of the images would no~ be as good as the film
processing under Option 1, but still acceptable. We contacted two companies, Composite
Image and Image 4, and were quoted a basic charge of $60/second for film transfer. Since
this is a :30 second PSA we would expect to pay $1,800 plus miscellaneous proc~sing
exp~nses.

Omni Centre ¯ 900 Wilshir~ Boulevard. Suite 1518. Lo~ Angeles. CA 90017
Te_.l: (213) 489-560$ ¯ Fax: (213) 614-8OO6 ¯ Fax: (310) 699q605
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Ginger Vadurro

PSA Availability for Theatre

We previously discus~d the possibility of going into theatres with the English version of the
Stormwater PSA trailer. We could select theatres which fit the demograhics of our target
audience. Also, we are working with Heal the Bay to identify the theatres where they am
screening their PSA.

¯ Secondly, 1 have continued efforts to locate and quantify the number of mono-lingual Spanish
theatres there are in Los Angeles County. ! have spoken to the advertising section of the
largest circulation Spanish language newspaper, "La Opinion", and several movie chains.
Current information continues to indicate that the local mono~lingual Spanish theatre market
is limited because other Spanish language film entertainment outlets such as television, cable
and video cassettes have reduced this theatre market over the last 10-15 years. This market
even more limited by the number of Spanish language theatres willing to accept PSA.~.
Additionally, the mono-linguai Spanish-speaking population, with the exception of recent
immigrants, has been transitioning to a hi-lingual population as a result of the availability of
several ESL programs for youth and aduit~.

We estimate that there are less than 40 theatres in the greater Southern California area
(a five County area) which show primarily English speaking filn~ dubbed or subtitled hi
Spanish. Of these, several are individually owned and operated and those that are in the
County of ~ Angeles are primarily located in the City of Lo~ Angelet.

While the mono-lingual Spanish population is certainly in our target audience, theatres may
not be as effective as television, cable, radio and newspapers in terms of reaching them.

OPTION 3

On-Screen Advertlsin~

"On Screen Advertising’(’preview screening slides~) are an attractive option from the
standpoint of target audience "reach’, "frequency" and cost. We contacted National Cinema
Network again and obtained an updated rate sheet and list of theatrm where they advegtise
(see attached). Rates are structured on the number of screens at the theatre and circulation
(patronage).

We were able to negotiate a 50% discount on their weekly rates for theatres which are not "at
capacity" or already booked solid for advertising. We reviewed the list of theatrm with
County staff and selected those which fit the demographic of our target audience. There are
approximately 26 theatres we could select for advertising using the artwork for the graphic
image being used for our Stormwater campaign billboards and transit shelters.
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Ginger Vadurro

Page 3

National Cinema Network has prepared a cost proposal (attached) based on the selected group
of theatres and which includes advertising costs, preparation and distribution of the slide(s) to
be shown.

Advertising includes the showing of three slides equally spaced in a tray rotation. Each slide
displays for 10 seconds on the screen and the audience would see the slide at least three times
before the movie trailers and fe.ature presentation begins. Average "reach" or theau~ attendees
varies per theatre -- see attachment for estimated attendance.

Cost Estimale: $19,18$*/mouth

*Production costs of $600 includes design work plus duplication and dlstrtbutiom of
slides to theatres,

funding available.

There would be no cost to advertise using the "PSA trailer" options since we would request
PSA placement as a public agency. The only costs incurred would be in the range of $2,000
to $6,000 to produce the trailer. There would be some additional costs to duplicate the trailer
for the number of screens we could obtain under PSA "space available" arrangements.

Paid theatr~ advertising has considerably higher costs, but insures that your message is
reaching the target audience. If the County decides on this option quickly we my be able
to get into theatres for the Christmas holidays when there will be high patronage,

Regardless of which option for theatre advertising is pursued, I would recommend that the
County opt for the larger bi-lingual market by targeting theatres in suburban areas, with high
numbe~ of Lafinos and 18-29 year-old "do-it-yourselfer" audiences.
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SIERRA --=--!
GROUP

Relation ¯ Publle Affaira
L

Dubli¢

November I,

To: Ginger Vadurro

From: Rebecca Barrante~

Subject: Stormwater PSAs for Theatre Run*

I have checked into the process and costs for re-formatting our :30 PSA for the theatr~ screen
and other types of theatre advertising. 1 have some cost information, however, I am awaiting
additionaJ information which should come to me later this week.,

Film Processin~

OPTION 1

We were very wise to have shot this PSA on 35ram film and we have the negatives. We have .....
an "edit decision list" which we used to edit the "raw 35ram footage" for the final cut of the
PSAs in both English and Spanish. We need to retain a post-production person with
experience in working with film negatives to do what is called "negative cutting" according to
our PSA edit list. All "fades and dissolves" and "titles" have to be processed "optically’. The
rest Of process consists of creating a "new negative" and transferring it unto film.

Rough Cost Estimate: $5,000 to $I0,000

OPTION 2

A simple transferring of the video (from the edited master) would be the least complicated
way to do this. However. we would lose some of the quality.

Rough Cost Esthnate: $2,000 to &$,00O

PSA Availability for Theatre Run~

As a rule, if the theatre chain is already running a stormwater theme PSA they will not run ,
another one simultaneously. As Heal the Bay is at the beginning of its PSA distribution, we
would probably find it a bit hard to get our PSA run until theirs is finished. We could
coordinate with them on our theatre run. Also, I am still checking into running the PSA in
Spanish language theatres. Preliminary information indicates that the local mono-lingual :, ~-~-’ ’"

Omai Centre * 900 Wilshire Boulevard. Suitc 1518. Los Angeles, CA 9OO17

Tel: (2L3) 4~9-5605 ¯ Fax~ (213) 614-8OO6 ¯ Fax: (310) 699-4605
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Ginger Vadurro
11/1/95
Page 2

Spanish theatr~ market is limited. It may be even more limiled by the number of Spanish
language theatres willing to accept PSAs, 1 should have more detailed information tomorrow.

OPTION 3

We could look at "On Screen Advenising"(’pre.screening slides’). Companies who sell this
type of advertising handle certain groups of theatres in different areas of the County. We
contacted National Cinema Network and obtained a rate sheet and list of theatres they handle
(see attached). They are developing an updated list which ! will have later this week. Rates
are structured on the number of screens at the theatre, circulation (patronage) and by the
week. They have "Special Program Rates" for PSAs and 1 was told that if we selected I
group of theatres they may be able to work with us a bit more on Ihe price.

Rough Cost Estimate: For example, if you selected 10 theatres al average cost of
$350/week, you could spend $3,500 ¯ week and SI4,000 a month to advertise your meua~e.

,-~
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L’~ p,,.P~ ] OJ.
,cO. V

CITY OF CARSON 0
L

Gary Hildebrand
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA ~1803-1331                                  !~

RE: Attendance at FAG meeting of Apdl 16. 199~ and Report on informal meeting
with Board Staff ’- ""

Dear Mr. Hildebrlr~:

I mm sore/Io |nfom~ you lhmt I will be u~ble Io ~tter~l the FAG meetin0 of Apdl I~,
1996 ms lwill be on var,~tion. Al~d.tmenl"A" to ~il l~ttarco~t~ir~ m~ eommart~ I~

with the C+ of We+t Hollywood, ~ of Lol Angeles, County ol Lol AnoIlll, Out C~
Attorney, Heml l~e B~y Ind Bo~d

Just so that Ihem is no mlsundemtanding, I want to mike it dear that I have no o¢Inion
as to the ~.eptabil;,ty or un,-lcceptabilW of Itle i)!~vision$ of the docume~ ~t Ibis time.
This w~ll m<:luire a thorough review of the enlJm rewliUen docullte~

cc: (all w/o attachments) Lawrence OIson, City AdrnintsUalot
George J. Schul~ P.E., Diredo~ of ~ Senk~l
j<~n Harm, Richards, Watsoe & Gerlhlm
Slwon pe+lsten, C~/of Santa Model
~ Tyrrel, L~ Angeles Regiond Walm Qudlly ~ Board
Mark Gckl, I-leai Ihe Bay                                                        ~,.._. j_

701 EAST CARSON STREET. P.O. BOX 6234. CARSON. CALIFORNIA 90749 ¯ PHONE 13101 830-7600
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DEPART/~IENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

April 23, 1996

m,=,m,u EP-3

Ms Catherine Tyrrell                                         ~’
California Regional Water Quallt¥                            "

Control Board, Los Angeles Region " -,7
i01 Centre Plaza Drive .~.--
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 - "

Dear Ms. Tyrrell=

PROPOSED NPDES PERMIT ADOPTION

At the April 16, 1996 Executive Advlsor~ Committee {EAC) Meeting,
the EAC members expressed concern regarding your proposed NPDES
Municipal Permit adoption schedule. It is our understanding that
the schedule is as follows:

Mall out Response to Comments and Draft
Late Apr~1Tentative Order (Permit) (includlng fact sheet}

~o Permittees and Interested

Workshop with Stakeholders
Late May

Deadllne for Comments
Late June

Regional Board Meeting for Consideration
July 15of Tentative Order

We are concerned that you have not a11owed sufficient time for your
staff ~o respond to comments received from circulation of the
Ten~ative Order.

I~ is also our understanding that the Tentative Order circulated
for comments in late April will be ~he sam~ Tentative Order
presented to the Regional Board.    Your Response ~o Commen~s
received on the April circulation of ~he Tentative Order will be
presented to the Regional Board as a separate i~em. This insures
that the Regional Board views the same permi~ as that Circulated,
and also reviews ~he comments received on the Permit.
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VMs. Catherine ~rell
April 23, 1996

0Page 2

L
The EACwould appreciate a written response to confirm the schedule
and identifying the process for adoption of the Permit. If you
have any questions, please contact me at (818) 458-4014.

Very truly yours,

9

Executive Advisory Committee ChaAr

�,\f~l~np~iop.sch

LOGGED IN BY
TECHNICAL SUPPORT

............. - - ...... R0032334
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| Zachary Jackson .~ I ’ 9

i "
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Zachary Jackson 9
Downtown ~        Newport Beach          ~entury ~ity
213/627-6701          714/~I.3022           310/,~2-2903

~uthen ticit~
Photographs Appearing On This Reel Of FilmThis IsTo That Micro

Roll#:             VoLo~ ~:" ~ U
~|I

Date Microfilmed: 5"- ~3 -~ ~

Filming Location: (:AL. Iz~. ~’~e ~UA~I"W’ coa’rR~

Camera Operator.
DAVlD W. SPENCE ~/.~,~.~s~~._~.-"
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LOS coum’Y crrv A o Ys

Carl K. Newton, City Attom~ Michele R. Vadon, City Attorney
CITY OF SANTA CLAR1TA CITY OF LOMITA
c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensen c/o Burke, Williams & Sorea~a
611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500 611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500
Los Angeles, California 90017 Los Angeles, California 90017

Leland C. Dolley, City Attorney Michele R. Vadon, City Attora~
CITY OF ALHAMBRA CITY OF BELLFLOWER
c/o Burke, Williams & Soremsen c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensea
611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500 611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500
Los Angeles, California 90017 LOs Angel~, California 90017

Leland C. Dolley, City Attorney Mary Redus Gayle, City Attorney
CITY OF EL SEGUNDO CITY OF GIENDORA
c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensen c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensen
611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500 Ventura County Of~ce
LOs Angeles, California 90017 2310 Ponderosa Dr., Suite 1

Cz.marillo, California 93010
Cheryl ]. Kane, City Attorney
CITY OF DOWNEY Rufus C. Young, Jr., Special Counsel
c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensen CITIES OF ALHAMBRA AND SANTA
611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500 CLARITA
Los Angeles, California 90017 c/o Burke, Williams & Sorensen

611 W. Sixth St., Suite 2500

J

R0032338      i



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
~LOS ANGELES REGION

"*MONTEREY PARK, CA 91756.$156
{213) 266.7500
FAX, (2~3) $66.7~00

December 28, 1995

To the Members of the Public Outreach CommiRee of the
Los Angeles County Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit

PUBLIC EDUCATION SECTION OF THE DRAFT LOS ANGELES COUNTY
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT

I understand that during the November 14, 1995, meeting of the Public Outreach Committee,
the members requested copies of the Public Education section of the draft permit for their
review. On December 18, 1995, Regional Board staff sent out a revised dra,q of the permit.
Attached please find your copy of the Public Education section of the said draR.

In response to the permittees’ comments, we made significant changes in the Public Education
section. Some permittees wanted a checklist type section which indicates what has to be done
and when. Others commented that this section is so different from other permit requirements
that it warrants an alternative approach. We also considered that some permittees have
already implemented public education programs for municipal staff and the general public,
some have directed outreach efforts to specific industries, and others have covered these three
audiences.

As you read through the attached~’Public Education section, you will find that permittees have
great flexibility in developing and implementing educational programs. There are
requirements for immediate implementation and to develop a five year public education
strategy. The immediate requirements may be satisfied by the use and/or adaptation of
existing state-wide or nation-wide educational tools. The intent is for the permittees to work
together and share resources in order to minimize the financial burden.

We believe the attached Public Education section addresses the comments and concerns of the
permit-tees. Nevertheless, we would appreciate any further comments to make the section
more effective towards reducing, if not eliminating, pollutants in storm water. Please note
that written comments on the entire draft permit (including the attached section) are
due to this Board by January 29, 1996. This will give staff time to consider the additional
comments before the tentative permit is disseminated for public comments during the last
week of February.
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Public Outreach Committee Members
December 28, 1995                                                                        ~
Page 2

L
We thank you for your time and cooperation. If you should have any questions or need a                _
copy of the entire draft permit, please call me at (213)266-7598.

Environmental Specialist
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$1AT~ ~ CALIF,Od~hIIA~P~IV1W’O~q.~EP’,/TAL v.. C’TION A~.~N~"Y ~ ~1L,$O~.

i,~S ANGELES REGION

*,~..~*~IK~ PARK. ~ 917S4-21~

December 22, 1995

Mr. Phil l~chardson
Department of Public Works
City of Los Angeles
600 So. Spring Street, 4th fir
Los Angeles, CA 90014-1952

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT M’UNICIPAL
GUIDANCE DOCUMENT MEETING ON JANUARY 8, 1996

As you know, the consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee is in the process of developing a
guidance document to assist the Permittees in understanding the draft Los Angeles County
Municipal Storm Water Permit. Since you have expressed a willingness to be involved in the
development of this guidance document, we hope that you attend a meeting with the
consultants on January 8, 1996, at our offices in Monterey Park at the address above. The
meeting will begin at 9 am and lasl approximately 2 hours.

With the completion of the draft permit (December 18, 1995 version), the consullants are now
in the process of preparing the following:

Sections which are intended to .detail or clarify permit requirements for the guidance
document holder; and

Sections which detail the responsibilities and activities to be undertaken by the
Principal Permittee, Permittees and!or committees and by when.

We sincerely would like to have your input on the guidance document, particularly on these
two sections. The consultants would like to know from the regulated community’s perspective,
which sections of the draft permit (of the Dec 18, 1995 version) need the most clarification.

We look for~’ard to seeing you on January. 8, 1996, and th~nk you for your assistance and
contribution towards the development of this document. Until I see you on January 8, I wish
you and >’ours a Happy Holiday Season and a Prosperous New Year! If you have any
questi please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-7598.

CA LOS
Environmental Specialist
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STATE

I~sCALIFORNIAANGELEsREGIONALREGION WATER QUALI~ CONTROL BOARD

~ER~ PA~K,

FAX: (21~

De~m~ 22, 1~

Mr. O~
Dep~ent of Public Wo~
C~ of B~
275 E Olive Ave
B~, CA 91502-1267

LOS ANGELES CO~TY ~ICIP~ STO~ WATER
GUID~CE BOC~ENT MEETING ON ~U~Y ~, 1996

As you ~ow, ~e con~lting
guidmce doc~ent to ~si~
Municipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llin~ess to be involved
development of ~is gui~ce doc~ent, we ho~ ~at you a~end a meeting
consulters on J~’ 8, 1996, at
meeting will ~gin at 9 ~ md 1~ approx~ately 2 horn.

Wi~
~ ~e process of p~p~ng ~e follo~ng:

Sections w~ch m intended to de~l or cl~ pe~it requiremen~ for ~e ~i~ce
doc~ent holder; ~d

Sections which derail ~e res~nsibilities md activities to
Principal Pe~iaee, Perigees m~or co~i~ees ~d by when.

We sincerely would like to have yo~ input on ~e guidmce doc~ent, pmiculwly on ~ese

which sections of ~e d~ ~it (of ~e D~ 18, 1995 version) need ~e most cl~fication.

We look fo~’~d
contribution tow~ds the development of ~is doc~ent. Until I see you on Jm~ 8, I ~sh
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday Scion md a Prosperous New Ye~ If you have
questions plebe feel ~ee to call me directly at (213)266-7598.

~A~OS U~L~AGA
Enviro~enta] S~cialisl
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STAT~ OF CAI.I~OI~NIA..--~N~V1RONMEt~TA ~.)T~C’TIO~ A~ ~ ~L~.

LOS ANGELES REGION V~ CE~RE P~ ~
~TER~ PARK, ~ 9~7~21~

D~m~r 22, 1~5

~. Don Wolfe
Dep~ent of Public Wo~
Co~ of Los

10~b~ CA 91803

LOS ~GELES CO~Y ~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~ MI~I~
GUID~CE DOCU~NT ~ET~G ON J~Y 8, 1~6

As you ~ow, ~e consulting ~ C~p ~sser ~d McKee is in ~e pro~ss of develop~g a
guid~ce doc~ent to ~sist ~e Pe~iuees ~ ~de~ding ~e ~ ~s ~geles Co~
M~icipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have express~ a ~ll~ess to ~ ~volv~ ~ ~e
development of ~is guid~ce d~enL we ho~ ~at you aUend a meet~g ~ ~e
consul~ts on J~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~s in Monterey P~k at ~e ~ess a~ve. ~e Umeeting ~11 ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t appro~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion ~f ~e ~ N~it ~,~m~r 1~, 1995 ver~ion), ~e co~ul~ ~ now
in ~e process of prep~ng ~e f~llo~g:

doc~ent h~lder; ~d

Sectio~ wNch de~l ~e res~ibilities ~d acti~ties I~ ~ ~de~en by ~e
PfincipN Perigee, Pe~i~s ~or co~i~ees ~d by when.

We sincerely would like ~ have yo~ input ~n ~e g~ce doc~ent, p~i~ul~ly ~n ~e~
~’o sections. ~e consul~ts would like to ~ow ~om ~e regulated c~mm~’s ~rsNctive,
wNch sections of ~e d~ ~i~ (of ~e Dec 1~, 1995 version) need ~e most ~l~cation.

We look fo~’~d ~o seeing you on J~ ~, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~sis~ce ~d
con~bution ~ow~ds the development of ~s doc~ent. Until 1 see you ~n J~ g, l ~sh
you ~d yo~s a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Pros~ro~ New Ye~ If you have ~y
questions ple~e feel ~ee to c~l me directly at (213)266-7598.

gnviro~ental SNciati~
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TE

~ALIFOR~IA REGIONAL WATER QUALI~ COHTROL BOARD
L~S ANGELES REGION

~m~r 22, 1~5

Ms. P~ Keyes
Dep~ent of Public Wo~
Ci~ of C~ver Ci~
4095 ~l~d Ave
Culv~ Ci~, CA ~232-3731

LOS ANGELES CO~ M~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~ ~CIP~
GUID~CE DOC~E~ ~ET~G ON

As you ~ow, ~e co~ulting fi~ C~p Dresser ~d McKee is in ~e process of develop~g
guid~ce doc~ent to ~sist ~e Pe~i~s in ~ders~ding ~e
M~icipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llin~ess to
development of ~is ~id~ce d~ent, we ho~ ~at you a~end a m~t~g
consul~ts on J~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces in Monterey P~k at
meeting ~ll ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~ appro~mately 2 horn.

Wi~ ~e completion of ~e ~ ~it ~e~m~r 18, 1995 ve~ion),
~ ~e process of pmp~g ~e follo~g:

Sections which ~ imended to de~l
doc~ent holder; ~d

Sections which devil ~e res~nsibiliti~s
P~ncipal Pe~inee, Pe~i~s ~or

We since~ly w~uld like t~ have y~ input on
~o sections. ~e ~nsul~ would like to ~ow ~om
wNch sections of ~e d~ ~i~ (of ~e Dec lg, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e mog cl~ficati~n.

We look fo~’~d ~o seeing you on J~ 8, 1996,
con~bution ~ow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until I see you
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Prosperous New
questi~ plebe feel ~ee to oN! me directly at (213)266-759~.

CARLOS
Environmental Specialist
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CARLOS UNAGA
EnvironmentalSpecialist
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LOS ANGELES REGION
~

""

~8~ PARK, ~ 917~21~

~m~ 22, 1~

Ms. Cyn~a K~
Ci~ of
100 N G~eld Ave, ~ 212
P~e~ CA 91101-7215

LOS ANGELES CO~Y ~P~ STO~ WATER PE~
GUID~CE DOC~E~ ~ET~G ON J~Y 8, 1~6

As you ~ow, ~e co~ulting fi~ C~p D~s~r ~d McKee is ~ ~e p~ess of develop~g a
guid~ce document to ~sis1 ~� Pe~iuees in ~ders~ding ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~
Mumcipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Sin~ you have expressed a ~llm~ess to ~ involv~ ~ ~e                    ~-
development of t~s guid~ce d~ent, we ho~ ~at you auend a meet~g ~ ~e
co~ul~ts on J~u~ 8, 1996, at om o~ces ~ Monte~y P~k at ~e ad~ss a~ve. ~e
meeting will ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t approximately 2 ho~.

¯ e completion of ~e d~ ~it (~m~ 18, 1995 ve~ion), ~e co~ul~ts ~ now
m ~e process of prep~g ~e follo~g:

Sections w~ch ~e ~tended to de~l or cl~ ~it ~q~remen~ for ~e gui~
doc~ent holder; ~d

Sections w~ch derail ~e res~nsibilifies ~d activities to ~ ~de~en by ~e
Principal Pe~iaee, Pe~iaees m~or ~iuees md by when.

We sincerely would like ~o ~ve yo~ ~put on ~e gui~ce doc~ent, pm~i~ul~ly on
~o sections. The co~ul~ts would like ~ ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~rs~cfive,
wNch sections of ~e ~ ~it (of ~e Dec 1~, 1995 version) need ~e m~st

We look fo~d to ~eing you on J~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~si~ce ~d
con~bution ~ow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until l see you on J~ ~, I
you ~d yo~s a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Pros~ro~ New Ye~ If y~u have ~y
questions plebe feel ~ee to c~l me directly at (213)266-759g.

AGA
Enviro~enml Specialist
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARDLos ANGELES REGION

~.,~T~RfY PAItK, C~. 917S4-2156

(~3) 266-75O0
f,kX~ (213)

December 22, 1995

Mr. Sam Wise
Rolling Hills Estates
4045 Palos Verdes Dr, North
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274-2596

GUIDANCE DOCUMENT MEETING ON JANUARY 8, 1996

As you know, the consulting firm Camp Dresser and McKee is in the process of developing a
guidance document to assist the Permittees in understanding the draft Los Angeles County
Municipal Storm Water Permit. Since you have expressed a willingness to be involved in the
development of this guidance document, we hope that you attend a meeting with the
consultants on January 8, 1996, at our offices in Monterey Park at the address above. The
meeting will begin at 9 am and last approximately 2 hours.

With the completion of the draft permit (December 18, 1995 version), the consultants are now
in the process of preparing the following:

Sections which are intended to detail or clarify permit requirements for the guidance
document holder; and

Sections which detail the responsibilities and activities to be undertaken by the
Principal Permit~ee, Permittees and/or committees and by when.

We sincerely would like to have your input on the guidance document, particularly on these
two sections. The consultants would like to know from the regulated community’s perspective,
which sections of the draft permit (of the Dec 18, 1995 version) need the most clarification.

We look forward to seeing you on January 8, 1996, and thank you for your assistance and
contribution towards the development of this document. Until I see you on January 8, I wish
you and yours a Happy Holiday Season and a Prosperous New Year! If you have any
questions please feel free to call me directly at (213)266-7598.

/ CARLOS ~I~RUNAGA
Environmental Specialist
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STAT~ OF CALIf~)~NIA--.~Iq~flI~$ql/A~I’4TA ... T~CTION A~_~NCt’                                                     PE’TE ~L~,

LOS ANGELES REGION
~R~ PA~, ~ 917~21~

~13)

D~m~ 22, 1~5

Ms. N~cy ~l~g~
~rnl of Public Wo~
Ci~ of S~m Clam

S~ Cl~ CA 91355-21~5

LOS ~GELES CO~Y ~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~ ~C~
GUID~CE DOCUME~ ~ETING ON J~Y ~, I~

As you ~ow, ~� consulting fi~ C~p Dr¢s~r ~d McKee is ~ ~� p~ss of dev¢lop~g a
~id~ce doc~em ~o ~sis~ ~� Pekin,s m ~de~l~ding ~ ~ ~s ~g¢les Co~
M~cipal Sto~ Water Pe~i~. Since you ~ve expressed a ~llin~ess to
d¢velopm¢n~ of ~is guid~c¢ doc~enL we hope ~a~ you aRend a mee~g
consul~s on J~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~c¢s ~ Monterey P~k at ~� ad~ess a~v¢.

~     meeting ~ll ~gin a~ 9 ~ ~d l~ appro~a~ely 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~ c~mpletion of ~e ~ N~i~ (~m~r 1 ~, 1995 ve~i~n), ~e

Sectio~ wNch ~e intended t~ de~l or cl~ ~it ~q~men~ f~r ~e ~~-~
d~ent h~ld~; ~d

Sections wNch devil ~e responsibilities ~d ~ctivities t~ ~ ~de~en by
Perigee, P~i~ees ~r c~inees ~d by when.P~cipal

We sincerely w~uld like te have yo~ input ~n ~e ~id~ce d~c~ent, p~i~ul~ly ~n
~o ~ctions. ~e consul~ts would like to ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~tive,
wNch ~ctions ~f ~e ~ ~it (of ~e Dec lg, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e most ~l~fication.

to seeing you on J~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you f~r yo~look
con~bution ~ow~ds ~e development of ~is doc~ent. Until l see you ~n J~
you ~d yo~s a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Prosperous New Ye~ If you ~ve ~y
questions ple~e feel ~ee ~o oN1 me d~ectty at (213)266-759~.

CA~OS ~R~AGA
gnviro~ental SNciNist
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(213) 2~?~

~p~en~ of Public Wo~

1685 M~ St
S~ Mo~ CA ~01-3295

LOS ~GELES CO~Y ~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~ ~C~
GUID~CE DOCU~ ~ETING ON J~U~Y 8, 1~

As you ~ow, ~e c~lt~g F~ C~p ~es~r ~d McK~ is ~ ~e press of devel~p~g
gmd~ce doc~en~ to ~sist ~e Pe~iu~s in ~de~d~g ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~
M~cip~ Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you ~ve expressed a ~l~n~ess to ~ involved
development of ~s guidmce d~ent, we ho~ ~at you auend a meeting ~ ~e
consul~ts on Jm~ g, 1996, at o~ offices in Monterey P~k at ~e M&ess a~ve. ~e
meeting ~11 ~gin at 9 ~ md l~t appro~mately 2 horn.

~ ~e process of p~p~g ~e follo~g:

Sections wNch ~ ~tended to de~l or cl~ ~it ~qu~men~ f~r ~e ~ce
d~ent h~lder; ~d

Sections wNeh de~l ~e ~s~nsibilities ~d activities ~ ~ ~de~en by ~e

We s~cerely would like ~o have y~ ~put ~n ~e ~ce doc~en~ p~ic~ly ~n ~es~
~o section. ~e consul~ would like m ~ow ~m ~e ~gulated ~~’s ~cfive,
wNch secfio~ of ~e dr~ ~it (of ~e Dec l g, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e m~st cl~fi~tion.

We look fo~’~d to seeing you on J~u~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~sis~ce ~d
con~bution tow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until l see you on J~ ~, I
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Pr~s~r~us New Ye~ If y~u have ~y
question~ ple~e feel ~ee to cNl me directly at (213)266-7598.
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STATE Of CALIFOI~NIA--~P, fVIIOI~L~.~F~TAI. ~01~CTION A~P, ICY

~,L~, CENTRE P~ ~

(2~3) 2~7~

~. Tom Ke~y
Dep~em of Public Wo~
City of V~on

Vernon, CA

LOS ANGELES CO~Y ~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~ M~P~
GUID~CE DOCUMENT ~ET~G ON J~U~Y 8, 1~6

As you ~ow, ~e consulting fi~ C~p ~esscr ~d McK~ is in ~e press of developing
guid~ce doc~ent ~o ~sist ~ Pe~iuees ~ ~de~dmg ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~
M~icipal Sm~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llingness to ~ ~volved
development of ~is guid~ce d~ent, we ho~ ~at you auend a meeting ~
consulters on J~u~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ccs in Monterey P~k a~ ~e ad~ss a~ve.
meeting will ~gin a~ 9 ~ ~d 1~ approximately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion of ~e ~fl ~it (December 18, 1995 version), ~e ~ul~
~ ~e process of prep~g ~e follo~ng:

Sections w~ch ~ inte~ ~ de~l or cl~ ~it requiremen~ for ~e ~i~ce
doc~em holds; ~d

Sections w~ch de~l ~e ~s~ibilities ~d activities to ~ ~de~en by
P~ncipal Perigee, Pe~iue~ ~or co~i~s ~d by when.

We sincerely would like to ~ve yo~ inpu~ on ~e ~id~cc doc~cnL p~icul~ly on
~’o sec~ions. ~e consul~ wo~d like to ~ow ~om ~� regulated co~’s ~ctive,
w~ch scctio~ of ~e dr~ ~it (of ~ Dec 18, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e most

~e look fo~’~d ~o seeing you on J~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yO~ ~sis~ce ~d
con~bu~ion ~o~’~ds ~ development of t~s doc~em Until I see you on J~ 8, I ~sh
you ~ vo~ a ~a~v ~olidav S=~on ~d a Prosperous New Ye~[ If you hav¢ ~y
questio " plebe fc~l ~ce to c~ m~ directly a~ (213)266-7598.

CA~OS URR~AGA
gn~iromental Specialist
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01~ ~6-7~0

0
~11 (’/13)

December 22, 1~5
L

Ms. S~ D~n
Dep~ent of Wa~r & Po~
111 N. Ho~S~et~ 1116

LOS ~GELES CO~Y M~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~T ~C~
G~D~CE DOCU~ ~ET~G ON J~Y 8, 1996

As you ~ow, ~e co~ulting fi~ C~p ~esser ~d McK~ is ~ ~e process of develop~g a
guid~c¢ doc~ent to ~sist ~e Perigees in ~de~ding ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~W
M~cipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llin~ess to ~ ~volved ~ ~e
development of ~is gui~ce d~ent, we hope ~a~ you auend a meeting ~ ~e
consulters on J~u~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces ~ Monterey P~k at ~e address a~ve. ~e
meeting will ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t appro~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion of~e dr~ ~it ~em~r 18, 1995 ve~ion), ~e co~ ~ now
in ~e process of prep~ng ~e follo~g:

Sections w~ch ~ ~tended to deml or cl~ ~it ~qui~men~ for ~e guid~ce
doc~ent holder; ~d

Sections which devil ~e ms~nsibilities ~d activities to ~ ~de~en by ~e
Principal Pe~iuee, Pe~iuees ~or co~iuees ~d by when.

We sincerely would like to have yo~ input on ~e ~id~ce doc~ent, p~ic~ly on ~em
~’o sections. ~e co~ul~ts would l~e to ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~ctive,
w~ch sections of ~e ~ ~it (of ~e Dec 18, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e morn cl~ficafion.

We look fo~d to seeing you on J~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yore ~sis~ce ~d
conmbution tow~ds the development of ~s doc~ent. Until I see you on J~u~ 8, I ~sh
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Pros~ro~ New Yell If you have ~y
questio~ pte~e feel free to cMl me direc~y at (213)266-7598.

CA~OS U~AGA
gnvironmen~l SNcialist
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of L~cn~

CN~, CA 91302

LOS ~’GELES CO~ ~ICIP~ STO~ WATER PE~T ~IC~
G~D~CE DOCU~NT ~ETING ON J~U~Y 8, 1~6

As yo~ ~ow, ~e comulting F~ C~p ~s~r ~d McKee is in ~e p~ess of develop~g a
guid~ce d~ent to ~sist ~e Pe~iu~s m ~de~ding ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~V
M~icip~ Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you ~vc exp~ssed a ~llin~ess to ~ ~volved ~ ~e
development of ~s guid~ce doc~ent, we ho~ ~at you a~end a m~g ~ ~e
co~ul~ on J~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces ~ Monte~y P~k at ~e ~ess ~ve. ~e
meeting will ~gin at 9 ~ ~d 1~ app~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion of ~e ~ ~it ~m~r 18, 1995 ve~ion), ~e ~~ ~ now
~ ~e process of p~p~g ~e follo~g:

Sections which ~ ~tend~ to de~! or cl~ ~it ~uiremen~ for ~e ~
d~ent holder; ~d

Sections w~ch devil ~e ~s~ibilities ~d activities to ~ ~de~en by ~e
P~cip~ Pe~iuee, Pe~iuees ~or co~iuees ~d by ~en.

We sincerely would like to have yo~ ~put on ~e ~id~ce d~ent, p~ic~ly on ~ese
~o sections. ~e consul~m would like to ~ow ~om ~e ~gulated co~’s ~cfive,
w~ch sections of ~e &aft ~it (of ~e ~c 18, 1995 version) need ~e most clmfication.

We look fo~’~d to seeing you on Jm~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~s~ce md
con~bu~ion tow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until I ~e you on J~ 8, I ~sh
you md yours a Happy Holiday Se~on md a Pros~ro~ New Ye~ If you ~ve my

~
s plebe feel flee to call me d~ectly at (213)26~7598.

Enviro~ental S~cialist

R0032352



, ~E~ P~. ~ 91~21~
~3) 2~7~

0
FAX: ~13)

D~m~r 22, 1~5

Ms. ~y Glad
Bulldog Ind~ ~iafion
of Sou~em C~ifo~a

10Di~nd B~, CA

LOS ~GELES CO~ ~CIP~ STO~ WATER PE~T ~CIP~
GUID~CE DOC~ENT ~ETING ON J~Y 8, 1~6

As you ~ow, ~� co~ulting F~ C~p ~sser ~d McKee is ~ ~e press of develop~g a
guid~ce doc~ent to ~sist ~e Pe~iuees in ~de~d~g ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~V
M~cipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have exp~ssed a ~llin~ess to ~ involv~ ~ ~e
developmem of ~s guid~ce doc~ent, we ho~ ~at you a~end a meet~g ~
consul~ts on Jmu~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces in Monterey P~k at ~e ~ess a~ve. ~e
meeting ~ll ~gin at 9 ~ md l~t app~x~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion of ~e ~ ~it ~m~r 18, 1995 version), ~e co~ ~e now
in ~e process of p~p~ng ~e follo~g:

Sections which ~e intended to de~l or cl~ ~it ~q~men~ for ~e ~ce
doc~ent holder; ~d

Sections which de~l ~e ~s~nsibilities md activities to ~ ~de~en by ~e
Principal Pe~iuee, Perigees m~or ~u~s md by when.

We sincerely would like to have yo~ ~put on ~e ~idmce doc~ent, p~icul~ly on ~e~
~’o sections. ~e consul~ would like to ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~rs~cfive, iw~ch sectio~ of ~e d~ ~i1 (of~e Dec 18, 1995 ve~ion) ne~ ~e mosl cl~fication.

We look fo~d to ~eing you on Jm~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~sis~ ~d
con~bution Iow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until I see you on J~ 8, I ~sh
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday S~on md a Pros~ro~ New Ye~ if you ~ve
questions plebe feel free to call me d~ectly at (213)266-7598.

gnviro~ental Specialist

R0032353



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

~1.% CENTRE Pru~Z~ DRIV~
,’~,.,.~qTE~E’f PARK, ~ 917~1~
(213)

423 W~n~on S~t
3rd Fl~r
S~Fr~cis~, CA

LOS ~GELES CO~ M~ICIP~ STO~ WATER PE~T ~ICIP~
GUID~CE DOCUME~ ~ET~G ON J~U~Y 8, 1996

As you ~ow,
guid~c¢ doc~ent to ~sist
Municipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llingness to be involv~ in ~e
development of ~s guid~ce doc~ent, we ho~
~nsul~ts on J~u~ 8, 1996, at o~ offices in Monterey P~k at
meeting will ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t approx~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~
in ~e process of p~p~ng ~e f~llo~ng:

Sections wNch ~e intended to de~l or ci~ ~it req~rements for ~e ~i~ce
doc~ent holder; md

Sections which de~l ~e res~ibilities md activities to
Pfincip~ Perigee, Perigees m~or co~iuees md by when.

We sincerely would like
~o sections. ~e consul~ts would like to ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~rs~cfive,
which sections of ~e ~afl ~it (of ~e Dec 18, 1995 ve~ion) need ~e most cl~fication.

We look fo~d to seeing you on J~ 8, 1996,
contribution tow~ds
you ~d yours a Happy Holily Se~on md a Pros~rous New Ye~[ If you ~ve ~y
questi~ ple~e feel flee to c~l me directly at (213)266-7598.

/
C~OS U~AGA
gnviromental S~cialist
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STATE C)~ CALIFO4~NtA~I@¢I~O~qME~AI. ~�OTE~TK~q A~

M~ER~ PA~K. ~

F*X~ ~1~

~m~r 22, 1~5

Ms. G~I Feu~
~a~l Resources Defe~ Co.oil
6310 S~ Vicente Bird, S~ 250
Los ~eles, CA ~8

GUIB~CE BOC~ ~ETING ON ]~U~Y 8, I~6

As you ~ow, ~e consulting f~ C~p Dresser md McKee is in ~e press of develop~g
guidmce doc~ent to ~sist ~e Perigees in ~ders~ding ~e
M~cipal Sto~ Water Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llingness to
development of ~is guid~ce doc~ent, we ho~ ~at you a~end a m~ting ~ ~e
consul~ts on Jm~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces in Monterey P~k at ~e ad~ss a~ve. ~e
meeting ~ll ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t approx~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ the completion of ~e dr~ ~i~ (Decem~r 18, 1995 ve~ion), ~e ~o~1~ ~e ~OWin ~e process of prep~g ~e follo~g:

Sections wNch ~e intended ~ devil
docment holder; ~d

Sections which de~l ~e res~nsibilities ~d activities
Principal Perigee, Perigees ~or co~i~ees

We sincerely would like to have yo~ input on
~o sections. ~e consul~ts would like to ~ow
which sections of ~e d~ ~i~ (of ~e Dec 18, 1995 version) need ~e most cl~fication.

We look fo~’~d to seeing you on J~u~’ ~, 1996,
con~bution ~ow~ds ~e development of ~is doc~ent. Until I see you on J~
you ~d yours a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Proswrous New
questiogs ple~e feel f~e to cN1 me directly a~ (213)26~7598.

( CA~OS U~AGA
Enviromental Specialist
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ANGELES REGION V
ll~t~R[rY PARK, CA 917S~-21~

~m~r 22, 1~5
L

~. M~k Gold
Ex~u~ve D~ctor
He~ ~e Bay

S~ M~N~ CA 9~05

LOS ~GELES CO~Y ~C~ STO~ WATER PE~T
GUID~CE DOCU~NT ~ET~G ON J~U~Y 8, 1~6

As you ~ow, ~e co~ulting fi~ C~p ~sser md McKee is ~ ~e press of develop~g a
guid~ce doc~ent to ~sist ~e Pe~iu~s in ~de~ding ~e ~ Los ~geles Co~
~cipal Sto~ Wa~er Pe~it. Since you have expressed a ~llm~ess to ~ ~volved ~ ~e             , ~..
development of ~s guid~ce doc~ent, we ho~ ~at you auend a meeting ~ ~e
consul~ on Jm~ 8, 1996, at o~ o~ces in Monterey P~k at ~e ~&ess a~ve. ~e
meeting ~11 ~gin at 9 ~ ~d l~t appro~ately 2 ho~.

Wi~ ~e completion ~f~e d~ N~t (Deemer 1~, 1995 v~ion), ~e ~~ ~e now
in ~e pr~ess of prep~g ~e f~ll~g:

Sections wNch ~ intended m de~l or ci~ N~i~ ~q~remen~ for ~e g~
d~ent holder; ~d

Sections wNch de~l ~e ~s~nsibilities ~d activities ~ ~ ~de~en by ~e
P~cipN Perigee, Pe~s ~r e~i~ees ~d by when.

We sincerely weuld like ~ have yo~ ~put on ~e gui~ce doc~ent, p~ic~ly ~n ~e~e
~o sections. ~e co~ul~ would like to ~ow ~om ~e regulated co~’s ~rs~ctive,
wNch ~ctions of ~e ~ ~it (of ~e Dec 1~, 1995 ve~ion) n~d ~e most cl~fi~tion.

fo~’~d to seeing you on J~ 8, 1996, ~d ~ you for yo~ ~sis~ce ~dWe look
con~bution tow~ds ~e development of ~s doc~ent. Until I see you on J~ g, 1
you ~d yo~s a Happy Holiday Se~on ~d a Proswro~ New Ye~[ If you ~ve ~y

q~~le~e feel ~ee to cNl me directly at (213)266-7598.

gnviromenta! Specialist
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STATE O~: CALIFORNIA---~NV1RONMENTAt IqK)TEC’noN AOENL’Y                                                        ~ ~qLSON. ~’::=.~_

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD T 7"
LOS ANGELES REGION

~~ 01 CENTRE PLAZA ~
MC~TEREY PARK, CA 917S4-21~                                                                                                 ~
(213) 266-7500
FAX, (213) 266.7400                                                                                                           v

December ]g. 1995                                                                          -

To: All Permittees ~nd Interested Parties

1(9t
DRAFT OF WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTSFOR THE DISCHARGEOFSTORM WATER IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY --

On September 15, 1995, Regional Board staff circulated as a progress report a partial draft of the
Waste Discharge Requirements for the Discharge of Storm Water in Los Angeles County (Storm
Water Permit) to the permittees and other interested parties. Although that version of the dra~
storm water permit was very preliminary and still incomplete, the comments received greatly
helped Board staff in the subsequent development of the current version (copy attached) of the
draft permit.

In addition to reviewing the written comments received from the permittees on the September 15
partial draft, Regional Board staff has met with representatives of a number of interest groups
to solicit their views on various aspects of the draft permit. Many comments received expressed
similar concerns, while some suggestions were contradictory. Nevertheless, Board staff has made
every effort to be responsive to the comments and suggestions and, when appropriate,
incorporated findings and/or provisions to address them in the attached draft

The changes to the September 15 version, in response to the comments, are explained at the
beginning of each major section of the attached draft. However, we recognize that not all
stakeholders may be satisfied with the changes made. With this in mind, we plan to continue
dialogue with the stakeholders to explain our position and/or to develop additional changes that
would be acceptable while still achieving the goals of the permit and complying with federal and
state statutes and regulations. Regional Board staff plans to meet with the permittees at
individual watershed area meetings throughout January 1996. These meetings will provide an
opportunity to informally discuss your comments and field any questions you may have about
the draft permit. The County Department of Public Works staff wall be contacting you with
meeting dates and locations. These meetings will replace the previously scheduled all-cities
meeting
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All Permittees and Interested Parties
Draft Storm Water Permit
Page 2 of 2

Written comments on the attached draft are due to the Regional Board on January 29,
1996. Based on your written comments and information provided at the January watershed
meetings, staff will prepare a revised draft tentative permit. This draft will also be distributed
for public comment prior to Board consideration of the permit at its April 1 meeting. We are
also contemplating holding a workshop in mid-March as an additional opportunity for your
involvement in the permit development process.

Since we are extending our deadline for comments and the permit adoption date, municipalities
will be well into their budget development process for the next fiscal yea~ before the permit is
finalized. We recommend that the permittees make some provisions for implementation of the
permit in their proposed budgets.

If you should have any que~ons, please feel free to call me at (213)266-7515 or Xavier
Swamikannu at (213)266-7592 or Carlos Urrunaga at (213)266-7598 of my staff.

Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs

Enclosures: Interest Group mailing list
Draft Permit with attachments
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MAILING LIST 0
DRAFT STORM WATER PERMIT FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

L
ALL PERMITI’EES

Mr. Jorge Le~n
Office of Chief Coua~l
Water Resources Control Board
901 "P" Strut
Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Gail Feud"
Natural Resources Defense Council
6310 San Vicente Blvd, Ste 250
Los Angeles, CA 90048

Dr. Mark G~ld
E×e~utive Dir~t~r
Heal the Bay
2701 Ocean Park Bird, Suite
Santa Mordca, CA 90405

Ms. Judith Dolan
Clean Water Task Force
3028 Windsor Avenu~
Los Angeles, CA 90039

Mr. Moe Stavnezer
League for Coastal Protection
824 Amoroso Place
Venice, CA 90291

Mr. Peter Grenell
State Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, Suite I I
Oakland, CA 94612

Mr. Dave Czamanske
Sierra Club Angeles Chapter
715 Park Avenue
South Pasadena, CA 91030
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Mr. Dick Hingson
¯ ’~ Sierra Club Angeles Chapter

3345 Wilshire Blvd
Suite 508
Los Angeles, CA 90010

Ms. Joan Ha.rtm,an
American Oceans Campaign
725 Arizona Avenue, Suite 102
Santa Monica, CA 90401

Mr. Eugene Bromley
Water Management Div.,(W-5-1)
USEPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

California Department of Fish and Game
Mr. Bill Paznokas
330 Golden Shore, Suite 50
Long Beach, CA 90802

California Trout
Mr. Jim Edmondson
870 Market Street, Suite 859
San Francisco, CA 94102

Friends of the Los Angeles River
Mr. J~m Danm
P. O. Box 292134
Los Angeles, CA 90029

Mr. Jim Danm
1235 Appleton St. $4
Long Beach, CA 90802

Friends of the Santa Clara River
Mr. Ron Bortorff
660 Randy Drive
Newbury Park, CA 91320

San Gabriel Basin Watermaster
Mr. John Maulding
425 East Huntington Dr., Suite 200
Mortrovia, CA 91016

R0032360



Santa Clarita Organization for Planning the Environment                                       v
Ms. Lynne Plambeck
P.O. Boxl182                                                                            [ B
Canyon Country, CA 91386

Valley Canyons Preservation Committee, Inc. I.SantaClarita
Ms. Marsha McLean
P.O. Box 220748                                                                         --
Santa Clarita, CA 91322-0748

Santa Monica Baykeeper
Mr. Terry Tamminen

1013900 Tahiti Way, Slip A-231
P.O. Box 10096
Marina del Rey, CA 90295

Mr. Henry Schultz ~

20910 Calwood St.
Santa Clafita, CA 91350

United Water Conservation District B-[
Mr. Steve Bachman ~J
725 E. Main, P.O. Box 432
Santa Paula, CA 93061 ~[

Upper Los Angeles River Area Watermaster ~ad

Mr. Mel Blevins ~
P.O. Box 111, Room 1455 ULos Angeles, CA 90051-0100

Newhall County Water Districtj,B--~
Mr. James Jinks                                                                          W,m[
23780 North Pine Street
P.O. Box 779
Newhall, CA 91322-0779

The Surfrider Foundation                                                                      ~’
Gordon Labedz, MD
339 Regatta Way
Seal Beach, CA 90740

Water Replenishment District of Southern CA
Mr. John Norman
12621 E. 166th St.
Cerritos, CA 90701

R0032361



Mr. John P,. HanIon
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
US Fish & Wildlife Servic~
2730 Loker Avenue West
Carlsbad, CA 92008

Ms. Libby Lucas
Environmental Health Coalition
l ?17 Kettner Boulevard
Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92101

2629 Chm’linda
West Covina, CA 91791

Mr. Donald Kirkland
Jensen Precast
9401 Etiwanda #109
Etiwanda, CA 91739

California
Mr. Mark I~l~lain
45 F~mont St~t o 21~ Fl~r
San Francisr~, CA 94105

C~lifomia ¢o~,~1 Commi~on

45 Fremont St~t - 20th
San Francisco, CA 94105

California Coastal Commission
Mr. Bill Allyaud
921 llth S~t R~m 120t?
Sacramento, CA 951114

California Coastal Commission
Ms. Theresa He~’y
245 W. Broadway - Suite #3110
Long Beach, CA 90~02

Ms. Stephanie Pincete
126 N. Palm Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
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Ms. Kim Christianaen
Rethink, Inc.
4223 Olencoe Ave, Suite #103
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292

Mr. Ron Wilknis,
Western States Petroleum Assoc.
505 N. Brand Blvd, Suite #1400
Glendale, CA 91:203

Mr. Miclmel Kissel
Carl Karcher Enterprises
P.O. Box 4349
Anaheim, CA 92g03-4349

Campaign to Save CA Wetlands
19276 Torrey Pines Cimle
Huntington Beach, CA 9264g

Mr. Gary Hildebrand
LACDPW
Waste Mgmt Div
900 So. Fremont Ave
Alhambra, CA 91803

Ms. Jaque Forrest
Heal the Bay
2701 Ocean Park Bird, Suite 150
Santa Monica, CA 90405

Mr. Donald J. Schroeder
Camp Dresser & McKee
430 N. Vineyard Avenue, Suite 310
Ontario, CA 91764

Ms. Jennifer Cohen
CH2M Hill
2510 Red Hill Avenue

22nd Street Landing
141 W. 22nd Street
San Pedro, CA 90731
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Envirovision
P.O. Box 4136
Laguna B~:h, CA 92652

Mr. Frank McGill
428 Alta Avenue
Santa Monica, CA 90402

We~ern Outdoor News
Environmental Editor

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Biology Dept o Ne~’~bo~ M~i~e
CSU Northridge
18111 Nordhoff Street
Northridge, CA 9133@-8303

Citizens for a Better Environment
605 W. Olympic Blvd
Suite 850
Los Angeles, CA 90015

Coalition For Clean Air
901 Wilshire Bird
Santa Monica, CA 90401

E! Dorado Audubon Society
P.O. Box 90713
Long Beach, CA 90809-0713

Los Angeles Audubon Sodety
7377 Santa Monica Bird
West Hollywood, CA 90046

Mountains Education Program
2600 Franklin Canyon Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Nature Conservancy of California
27393 Ynez Road, Suite 251
Temecula, CA 92591

Rainforest Action Network
1431 Ocean Avenue
Santa Monica, CA 90401
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"!’~"Save Our Shorn                                                                       :/
P.O. Box 1560
Santa Cruz, CA 95061                                                                         ~’~

Sierra Club
Legal Defense Fund                                                                        ~"
180 Montgomery Street, #1400
San Francisco, CA 941044209                                                             _

Mr. Andy Lipkis
Treepeople, Inc.
12601 Mulholland Drive

10Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Ms. Melissa Beard
Calif Environmental Associates
423 Washington Street
3rd Floor                                                                               ~
San Francisco, CA 9411 l

Mr. Gerald Bmitbart                                                                    ~
Cal Restaurant Assoc
3435 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 2230Equitable Plaza                                                               0

Los Angeles, CA 90010

Richard Watson & Associates
21922 Viso Lane
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-1318

Ms. Madelyn Glickfeld,
Commissioner
California Coastal Commission
28907 Gray Fox Street
Malibu, CA 90265

Mr. Gerry Greene
Boyle Engineering                                                                                r~
660 So. Figueroa, Suite 1000                                                                   ~_,~
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3452

Ms. Michele Mancuso
Environmental Specialist
Blymyer Engineers, Inc.
1829 Clement Avenue
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
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Mr. Richard Montevideo
Attorney at Law
Rutan & Tucker
611 Anton Blvd, Suite 1400
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-1998

Mr. John Swidler
Metropolitan Water District
P.O. Box 699
San Dimas, CA 91773

Ms. Catherine Rubin
Department of Water & Power
I11N. Hope Street Rm 1116
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Ms. Amy Glad
BIA of So Cal
1330 So. Valley Vista Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Ms. Dee Zinke
Executive Director
BIA of LA/Ventura
24005 Ventura Blvd
Calabasas, CA 91302

Ms. Pare Hemann
Ex~utive Dir~r
BIA ~f LA C~ ~
33 So. Catalina Ave, #202
Pasadena, CA 91106-2426

Mr. John Hakel
So Cal Regional Director
Associated General Contractors
1255 Corporate Center Dr., #100
Monterey Park, CA 91754

Mr. Jim Burton
Exec Vice President
So Cal Contractors Assoc.
6055 E. Washington Bl., #200
Los Angeles, CA 90040
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Mr. Tony Orasso
Executive Director
Engineering Contractors Assoc.
8310 Florence Avenue
Downey, CA 90240

Mr. John J. Harris
Attorney at Law
Richards, Watson & Gershon
333 So. Hope St, 38th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-1469

President
Highway Ceramics, Inc.
P.O. Box 6506
Yuma, Arizona 85366

Mr. Michael D. Drennon, P.E.
Michael Drennon Associates
1152 Charm Acres Place
Pacific palisades, CA 90272

Dr. L. Don Duke
Dept of Env. Health Sciences
Env Science & Engineering
10833 Le Conte Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90024-1772

Dr. Lillie M. Grossman
Dept of Faro Env Sciences
CSU, Northridge
18111 Nordhoff St~t
Northridge, CA 91330

Dr. Bill R~ley Jr.
Environmental Design ~nd
1027 Summit Way
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Ms. Nancy E. Gardiner
Senior Water Resources Specialist
CH2M HILL
l I ! 1 Broadway, Suite 1200
Oakland, CA 94607-4046
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SEPTEMBER IS PARTIAL DRAFT, AND HIGHLIGHTED .TEXT~INDIC~T~
~,DDITIONS. AN I~ODU~IOY TO EACH SE~IO~ IS INCL~ED ~BOLD TEX~
~’!~ ~RACKETS. ~IS ~TO~IATION ~ NOT~ ~ARTOF ~ ~ERM~

WAS~ DISC~KGE
FOR

~ ~ ~0~ O~ ~0~

~E F~GS we~ not in~uded In the ~ptember IS, 1995 pa~lsl d~fl, wilh the ezcepfioB of s sho~
~troduc~o~ pIs~ebolder. This se~ion describes the bases o~ the Permit, sad responds to many questions
~ere raised in comments ~¢tived such as, L Wb~t is the legal b~sts for specl~� ~qulrements?; IL Why h
storm water from s given scfivi~’ s problem?~ ill, Why mus~ receiving ~ster objectives be me~?; ~. Wby b
~rmit so spe~i~?; ~. How ~ss business input soughed; vl. Which guidelines ~ere used?; viL Why is
construction less than five sr~s Included.’?; viiL Why must municlptlities inspect industrial / �omme~isl
facilities sad construction sJtes?~ Jz. Why doesn’t the State provide funds to enforce this p~m? ~his
~ction is or~an~ed to desc~ the bisto~’ of ~bJs Order, �ontrolJin~ st~ statutes; �ontrollin~ fede~l s~tutes;
the bases for modifies(ions of the 1990 Order; tad sttudsrd ~D~S �lauses.

Many comments receh’ed su~ested that ~quirements in this Order exc~d federal and state 8uthorl~, and
requested thtt Regional Board ~ounsel review it before reletse. ReEIonsl Board sttK bts discussed this Order
extensively with ~ounsel. It JJ ~ounsel’s opinion that, EJveu the f:ct thtt no numerical crater,s bsve ~en
p~escri~ed sad PermJ~tees have b:d mo~ tbtn five years to develop tn M~ program to reduce ~lJutsnU
storm water to the "mtzJmum extent prscticsbie".snd that proEress in impJementin~ the �oun~Jde p~rsm
b:s been slow. it Js t~ro~riJ~ to include s~ecJ~c pro~rem �om~nents based on the pe~Jt ~bsusnce
tpplicstiou submitted by Permlt~es lad the M~ B~i practiced by other California M~ prog~ms. ~e
permit also provides Permlttees with ~e abill~ ~ ~plsce ~rmlt ~quiremen~ with other activities
demonstration of effectJvenes~

Boerd staff has used ~e te~ muuJcipsl seps~te sto~ sewer system ~) tb~ughout this Order ~ deno~
storm drain system beceuse s �lear de~nition exists tn the ~’A. The ~rm Js defined to dlstinguJsb Jt f~m
combined se~er outfallJ (CSOs) which are common in the £sstern and Mid-Western ptrtJ of the

Completion dales bsve ~en included for discussion purposes for the first time throughout this

R0032369



I. The County of Los Angeles, and eighty-six (86) incorporated cities within the County
of Los Angeles (see Attachment A, List of Permittees), hereinafter referred to as
Permittees, discharge or contribute to discharges of storm water from municipal
separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), also called storm drain systems, and water
courses within the County of Los Angeles into receiving waters of the Los Angeles
basin under countywide waste discharge requirements contained in Order No. 90-0"/9
adopted by this Regional Board on June 18, 1990. That Order also serve~ as ¯
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit (CAS061654).

2. Order No. 90-0"/9 was issued before the United States Environment~ Protectioa

AgenCYassociatedCUSEPA)permits.promulgated final regulations for storm water discharges and

3. On December 21, 1994, the Permittees submitted a Report of Waste Discharge
, (ROWD) as application for re-issuance of waste discharge requirements and the

NPDES permit.

4. The quality and quantity of’ storm water discharges in the LOs Angeles basin vary
considerably and are affected by the hydrology, geology, and land use characteristics
of’ the watersheds; seasonal weather patterns; and frequency and duration of storm
events. Pollutants of concern in these discharges are several heavy metals, sediment
from erosion due to anthropogenic activities, petroleum hydrocarbons from sources
such as used motor oil, microbial pathogens of domestic sewage origin from illicit
discharges, certain pesticides associated with in-stream toxicity, and other pollutants
which may cause aquatic toxicity in the receiving waters.

5. The Regional Board considers storm water discharges from the urban and developing
areas in the Los Angeles basin to be significant sources of pollutants in receiving
waters that may be causing, threatening to cause, or contribute to water quality
impairment. Warning advisories are posted on area beaches after storm events to
avoid contact with water because of storm water pollution.

6. Studies conducted by the USEPA, the states, flood control districts and other entities
indicate the following constitute significant? sources of storm water pollution:

a. Industrial sites where appropriate pollution control and best management
practices (BM~s) are not implemented,

b.
notC°nstructi°nimplemented,Sites andwhere erosion and sediment controls and BMPs are

c. Storm water where the drainage area is not properly managed.

7. Section 402(p) of the federal Clean Water Act, as amended by the Water Quality Act
of 1987, requires NrPDES permits for storm water discharges from MS4s, storm water
discharges associated vdth industrial activity including construction, and designated
storm water discharges that are considered significant cont;ibutors of pollutants to
waters of the United States. Storm water discharges from MS4s are required to
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mitigate pollutants to the "maximum extent practicable". Discharges of storm water
associated with industrial activities and other non-storm water discharges as defined in
40 CFR Pan ]22 are subject to Best Available Economically Achievable (’BAT) sad
Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology (BCT) standards.

Section 402(p)(3)(B)(ii) requires MS4 permittees to *effectively prohibit" non-storm
water discharges into MS4s unless these discharges are in compliance with separate
N’PD£S permits.

8. On November 16, 1990, pursuant to Section 402(p) of CWA, the United Stat~
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) promulgated 40 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 122.26 which established requirements for ~orm water
discharges under the NPDES program. The regulations recognize that certain
categories of non-storm water discharges may not be prohibited if they have been
determined to be not significant sources of pollutants.

9. The USEPA Office of General Counsel in a memorandum to USEPA Region 9, dated
January 9, 1991, determined that Clean Water Act Section 402(p) sad Section
30](b)(])(c) must be interpreted to state that N’PDES permits for MS4s must include
any requirements necessary to achieve compliance with water quality standards.

10. To facilitate compliance with federal regulations, in 1992, the State Board issued two
statewide general NPDES permits to facilitate compliance with federal regulations: one
for storm water from industrial sites (N’PDES No. CAS00000I, General Industrial
Activities Storm Water Permit (GISP)) and the second one for storm water from
construction sites (NPDES No. CAS000002, Genera] Construction Activity Storm
Water Permit (GCASP)). Most industrial activities (unexposed light industrial
activities are exempt) and construction activities on five acres or more are required to
obtain individual N’PDES permits for storm water discharges, or be covered by these
stare’vide general permits by completing and filing a Notice of Intent (NOI) with the
State Board.

l 1. Section 62] 7(g) of the Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization Amendments of 1990
. (CZARA) requires coastal states with approved coastal zone management programs to

address nonpoint pollution impacting or threatening coastal water quality. CZARA
covers five nonpoint source areas of pollution: Agriculture, Silviculture, Urban,
Marinas, and Hydromodification. This Order includes Management Measures for
pollution from Urban Areas and Marinas, and provides the functional equivalency for
compliance whh CZARA in these two areas. The CZARA Guidance Document
developed by the USEPA and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) recommends Management Practices for commercial facilities, including gas
stations; and all construction activity (new development and redevelopment).

12. The State of California is a delegated state under the NPDES program, and as such,
pursuant to Section 510 of the CWA and 40 CFR Pan 123.25, may impose more
stringent requirements necessary to implement water quality control plans, for
protection of beneficial uses of receiving waters, and!or to prevent nuisance.

13.    California Water Code Section 13263(a) requires that waste discharge requirements

R0032371



issued by Regional Boards shall include numerical water quality standards and
provisions to implement water quality-based objectives. This Order includes narrative
limitations but no numerical limits for storm water discharges at this time due to
insufficient information.

14. The State Board considered third party appeals of two MS4 permits issued by
Regional Boards during the first five year permit term. In the appeal of the MS4
permit for Santa Clara Municipal Water District in the San Francisco Bay Kegion, the
State l~oard ruled in Order No. WQ 9]-03 that MS4 permits must include eiefluem
limitations which will reduce pollutants to the "maximum extent practicable" and will
also achieve compliance with water qua]sty st~andards. In the appeal of the MS4
permit for Los Angeles County, the State Board concluded in Order No. WQ 91-04
that even where a permit does not specifically reference water quality standsxds, but
includes BMPs as etTluent limitations, the permit should be read so as to require
compliance with water quality standards.

15. The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) adopted a revised Water
Quality Control Plan for Ocean Waters of California (Ocean Plan) on March 20, 1990.
The Ocean Plan contains water quality objectives for the Coastal Waters of California.

16. The Regional Board adopted an updated Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) for
the Los Angeles Region on June 13, ]994. The Basin Plan specifies the beneficial uses
of receiving waters and contains both narrative and numerical water quality objectives
for the receiving waters in the County of Los Angeles.

The beneficial uses of water bodies in the County of Los Angeles include: municipal
and domestic supply, agricultural supply, industrial service supply, industrial process
supply, ground water recharge, freshwater replenishment, navigation, hydropower
generation, water contact recreation, non-contact water recreation, ocean commercial
and sport fishing, warm freshwater habitat, cold freshwater habitat, preservation of
Areas of Special Biological Significance, saline water habitat, wildlife habitat,
preservation of rare and endangered species, marine habitat, fish migration, fish
spawning, and shellfish harvesting.

17. The intent of this Order is the implementation of the foregoing statutes and regulations
to attain and protect the beneficial uses of receiving waters in the County of Los
Angeles. This Order, therefore, includes Receiving Water Limitations that require
that storm water discharges neither cause violations of water quality objectives, nor
cause a condition of nuisance or water quality impairment in receiving waters.

To meet the receiving water limitations, this Order requires the implementation of
technically and economically feasible measures in accordance w~th the Storm Water
Management Program ($W~,~) described herein to reduce pollutants in storm water to
the maximum extent practicable. The SW~ includ:s a monitoring program to assess
compliance v~th the objectives and requirements of this Order. This Order also sets
forth the procedure that the perrniuees will undertake in case of exceedance of any
receiving water quality objective.

18, This Regional Board has implemented the Watershed Protection Approach (WPA) in
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addressing water quality management in the region. The objective of the WPA is w
provide a comprehensive and integrated ~rategy towards water resource prote~on,
enhancement, and restoration while balancing economic and environmen~ impacts
within a hydrologically defined drainage basin or watershed. It emphasizes
cooperative relationship between regulatory agencies, the regulated community,
environmental groups, and other s~keholders in the watershed ~o achieve ~he greatest
environmental improvements with the resources available.

19. To implement the Watershed M=~,agement Approach, as well as �omplisnco ~i~h ~his
Order, the County of Los Angeles is divided into six (6) Watershed Management
Areas (WMAs)as follows:

Malibu Creek and Rural Santa Monica Bay Watershed Iv~nag~ment Ar~a
Ballona Creek and Urban Santa Monica Bay Watershed Management Area
Los Angeles ~ver Watershed Management Area
San Gabriel ~ver Watershed Management Area
Dominguez Channel/Los Angeles Harbor Watershed Management Area
Santa Clara l~iver W~ershed ]vI~nagement Area

Attachment A shows the list of cities under each Watershed Management Are~

20. Federal, or regional entities within the Permit~ees’ boundaries or jurisdictions outside
the County of Los Angeles, not currently named in this Order, operate storm drain
facilities and/or discharge storm water m the storm drains and watercourses covered by
this Order. The Perminees may lack legal jurisdiction over these entities under state
and federal constitutions. Consequently, the Regional Board recognizes that the
Permittees should not be held responsible for such facilities and/or discharges. The
Regional Board may consider issuing separate NPDES permits for storm water
discharges to these entities within the Perminees’ boundaries. Such designated
Permittees may include large landowners such as State Parks, Universities, and similar
entities.

21. Approximately 34 square miles of unincorporated areas in Ventura County drain into
Malibu Creek, thence to Santa Monica Bay, in the County of Los Angeles. The
County of Ventura is a Perminee to Order No. 90-079. With the issuance of waste
discharge requirements for discharges of storm water from the MS4 in the County of
Ventura (Order No. 94-082, NPDES No. CAS063339), the County of Ventura has
opted to be the Principal Perminee to the Ventura permit and manage the areas
draining into Los Angeles County, under Order No. CAS063339. The County of
Ventura will ensure that its s~orm water management program for the portion of its
area draining into Los Angeles County is made consistent with the requirements of this
Order issued to Los Angeles County.

22. About nine (9) square miles of 1he City ot" Thousand Oaks also drain into Malibu
Creek, thence to Santa Monica Bay. The City of Thousand Oaks initially opted to
apply for an individual permit for the area that drains into Malibu Creek, instead of
becoming a Permmee to Order No. 90-079. With the issuance of waste discharge
requlrements for discharges of storm water and urban for the County of Ventura
(Order No. 94-082, NPDES No. CAS063339), the City of Thousand Oaks elected to
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be a Permittee to the Ventura permit including the areas which drains into Los
Angeles County. The City of Thousand Oaks will ensure that its storm water
management program for the portion of its area draining into Los Angeles County is
consistent with the requirements of this Order issued to LOs Angeles County.

23. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), discharges storm water and
non-storm water from highways, freeways, streets, interceptors, maintenance yards, and
other holdings it owns and/or operates. Caltrans submitted an ROWD on July 3, 1995,
for separate waste discharge requirements for its discharges in the County of Los
Angeles and the County of Ventura. The waste discharge requirements issued to
Cahrans will be made consistent with this Order and Order No. 94-0g2.

24. This Order designates the County of Los Angeles as the Principal Permiuee. ’l’he
Principal Permittee will coordinate and facilitate activities necessary to comply with
the requirements of this Order, but is nol responsible for insuring compliance of any
individual permittee.

25. Each Permittee has jurisdiction over end/or maintenance responsibilities for its
respective MS4 and/or water courses and is entirely responsible for the implementation
of the appropriate storm water program as required by this Order. Each Permittee
need only comply with the requirements of this Order applicable to discharges
originating from its jurisdictional boundaries and/or from the portion of the MS4 it
owns or operates.

26. This Order requires tee formation of an Executive Advisory Council (EAC)
comp:’ising of representatives from the six watershed management areas. The main
role of the EAC is to facilitate development of storm water quality management
programs within the six watersheds and to promote consistency in the implementation
of these programs among Permit~ees. However, the Regional Board recognizes that,
similar to the Principal Permirtee, the EAC is not responsible for insuring compliance
of any individual permittee with the requirements of this Order.

2?. In September 1994, the State Board’s U~ RunofT Task Force in consultation with
the State Storm Water Quality Task Force issued municipal storm water program
guidelines to encourage statewide program consistency and to assist municipal
permi~ees modify storm water programs for permit reissuance. The guidelines
recommend storm water program activities in the following areas: I. Program
Management; II. Illicit Discharges; Ill. Industrial/Commercial Sources; IV. New
Development and Redevelopment; V. Public Agency Activities; VII. Public
Information and Participation; VIII. Program Evaluation; IX. Monitoring.

28. The Report of Waste Discharge (ROWD) submitted by Permittees include: (i)
Summary of B~fl~s implemented; (ii) Storm water management plans for six WMAs;
(iii) Countywide evaluation of existing storm water quality data, and (iv) Workplan for
Phase I, II, and Ill, Monitoring Program.

In most MS4 permits, the Storm Water Management Program (SW]VfP) requirements
are components proposed by permitz~es and are incorporated in the permit by reference
to a storm water management plan. In the case of the County of Los Angeles,

,
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however, the submitted plans were determined to be incomplete and inadequate in "[7"
proposed program components necessary to reduce pollutants in storm water to the
"maximum extent practicable" as required by CWA Section 402(p)(3)(B). Therefore,
the submitted plans served as partial bases for the development of the SWlV~
requirements of this Order.

29. Each Permittee under the existing permit (Order No. 90.079), was required to "r
implement Best Management Practices (BMPs), conduct monitoring of storm water
discharges, and evaluate their impacts on receiving waters. Information obtained from
these activities would have provided a basis for establishing numerical criteria or -
goals, and in lieu of specific program requirements. However, these activities were
not fully accomplished during the five-year term of the permit. Storm water criteria
development has been recently sponsored by the USEPA in permership with the Water
Environment Federation,

"10
30. The SWM:P required in this Order contains the components developed by the State

Board’s Urban Runoff Task Force in consultation with the State Storm Water Quality
Task Force described in Finding 27 and with the cooperation of representatives from
the Permittees, environmental groups, and the industrial community.

The SWM~P includes requirements with compliance dates to provide specificity and
certainty of expectations. It also includes provisions that promote customized
initiatives, both on a countywide and watershed basis, in developing and implementing
cost effective measures to minimize discharge of pollutants to the receiving water.

The various components of the SWM~, ~ken as a whole rather than individually, are
expected to reduce pollutants in storm water to the "maximum extent practicable’.
The Permittees are required to conduct annual evaluations on the effectiveness of the
Storm Water Management Program, and, if necessary, institute modifications to meet
this criterion.

31. This Order provides Permittees the flexibility to petition the Executive O~cer to
substitute a B~ included under the requirements with an alternative BM~, if they can
provide scientific information and documentation on the effectiveness of the
alternative, equal to or greater than the prescribed BMP. ~~

32. Besides the above referenced state and federal laws and regulations, and water quality
control pla~s, the requirements in this Order are also based on the following aa
guidelines, studies, considerations, reports and events:

a. Board Order 90-079 required the development and implementation of BMPs to
minimize pollutants in storm water to receiving waters. The Order was written
to allow maximum flexibility in developing pollution prevention programs.
The B]XfPs identified by Permirzees for implementation were often dissimilar
and implementation was scattered. In 1993, the Regional Board approved
thirteen baseline minimum BMPs to facilitate the implementation of [
countywide minimum requirements, to encourage countywide consistency, and
provide a minimum measure of progress. These BMPs were selected from
Permittees’ MS4 programs. The thirteen B~s have been made a pan of this
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Order. These BMPs are: 0) Catch basin labeling, (ii) Public illicit discharges
reporting, (iii) Construction storm water ordinance, (iv) Public education and
outreach, (v) Catch basin clean-out, (vi) Roadside trash receptacles, (vii) Street
sweeping, (viii) Inspections of vehicle repair shops, vehicle body shops,
vehicle parts and accessories, gasoline stations and restaurants, (ix) Proper
disposal of liner, lawn clippings, pet feces, (x) Removal of dirt, rubbish and
debris by homes and businesses, (xi) Oil, glass and plastics recycling, (xii)
Proper disposal of household hazardous wastes, and (xiii) Proper water use and
conservation.

b. In November 1992, the USEPA issued guidance for submittal of Part II
application for MS4s. This guidance provides clarification on specific
municipal storm water program requirements that were not available to the
Regional Board when Order 90-079 was adopted. This Order incorporates
these requirements to be consistent with the USEPA guidance.

~ c. The Regional Board is the enforcing authority for the two statewide general
! permits, described in Finding I0, which are issued to facilities in Phase I of the
i Federal Storm Water Program (40 CFR 122.26). However, frequently, the

industrial and construction sites discharge directly into storm drains and/or
flood control facilities owned and operated by the Permittees. These industrial
and construction sites are also regulated under local laws and regulations.
Therefore, a coordinated effort between the perminees and the Regional Board
is critical to avoid duplicative storm water regulatory activities and promote
storm water program efficiency.

t d. The State Board adopted a dual annual fee structure for industrial facilities in
the Phase ] Program. Phase ] facilities located in jurisdictions with a MS4
permit are subject to a lower annual fee ($250) than those industrial facilities in
areas without a MS4 permit ($500). The dual fee structure was adopted to
allow Perminees to recover the annual fee differential or portion thereof if
necessary to support the MS4 program and also provide some oversight over
Phase I facilities.

el The ROWD indicates that the Permirtees have established a subcommi~ee to
develop an enforcement/compliance strategy for industrial and commercial
facilities and construction sites. The Perminees have agreed to notify Regional
Board staff of industrial and construction facilities which may not be in
compliance with the storm water regulations. The ROWD also indicates that
the Perminees will ensure that no grading and/or building permits are issued
without proof of compliance for those projects subject to the GCASP.

f. Each Permittee owns/operates facilities where industrial or related activities
¯ - take place and/or enters into contracts with outside parties to carry out

activities that may impact storm water quality. These facilities and related
a~:tivities include, but are not limited to, street sweeping, catch basin cleaning,
maintenance yards, vehicle and equipment maintenance areas, waste transfer
stations, corporation and storage yards, parks and recreational facilities,
landscape and swimming pool maintenance activmes, storm drain system
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maintenance activities and the application of herbicides and pesticides. As pan
of the Storm Water Management Program, each Permittee is required to asse.~
all of the public agency related activities and facilities for potential impact to
storm water quality and develop and implement BMPs to reduce pollutant
discharges from these a~vities/fa¢ilities.

Non-storm water discharges from these facilities and/or activities al~o affect
water quality. This Order prohibits non-storm water d~charges from public
facilities unless the discharges are exempt under Provision II (Requirement~ for
Illicit Connections/Discharges) of th,s Order or are permitted by the Regional
Board under a separate indlvid~l m General NPDES permit.

g. USEPA review of activities conducted by the automotive service ~ector
(including auto body shops, gas stations, auto repair, used car dealers,
specialized repair, car washes, car rental, and truck rental) indicates that
automotive service facilities present a significant potential for the discharge of
pollutants in storm water. The implementation of BMPs at these facilities will
reduce the release of pollutants into storm water. A compliance review of
municipal pretreatment and results to date of storm water inspection programs
in California confirm the USEPA findings.

h. The USEPA sponsored a study in 1992 in California to characterize ~orm
water from gasoline stations, and demonstrate the effectiveness of BMPs in
reducing pollutants in storm water. The study indicated that pollutants build up
during dry periods, and pollutant concentrations in storm water reflect the
length of the buildup period. The study found that BIvfPs that address gas
station conditions such as high volume vehicle traffic, and leaks and spills of
vehicle fluids, to be the mos~ effective in improving storm water quality. The
Western States Petroleum Association has separately identified appropriate
BIVfPs for implementation at gas service stations to reduce pollutants in storm
water.

i A compliance review of restaurants and similar food handling facilities by
municipal pretreatment and storm water inspection programs in Los Angeles
County and the experience of other California MS4s indicate that food waste,
oil and grease, chemicals, and wash waters are sometimes discharged into the
storm drain system. The implementation of BMPs at these facilities will
reduce the release of pollutants into storm water.

j The Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project (SMBR.P) was established in 1988,
pursuant to Clean Water Act Section 320, when Santa Monica Bay was
included in the National Estuary Program. The SMBR.P, comprised of
government, industry, and environmental representatives, produced a Bay
Restoration Plan (BKP) to serve as a blueprint for the Bay’s recovery. The
Restoration Plan idemifies 74 Priority Actions to be implemented to restore and
protect the Bay’s ecos’y, stem, and to improve the quality of waters flowing from
the Santa Monica Bay Watershed Management Area into the Bay. The BRP
was approved by Governor Pete Wilson on December 7, 1994, and the USEPA
on March 9, 1995¯ This Regional Board adopted Resolution No. R94-00510 on
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May 9, 1994, supporting the Restoration Plan. As a key element of the BP,.P,
the Plan contains extensive information regarding storm water management and
provides guidance to the Regional Board for development of a strong,
environmentally sound storm water program. The Regional Board has the
responsibility to ensure that recommended actions are implemented by
Perminees in the Malibu Creek and Rural Santa Monica Bay WI~LA, and the
Ballona Creek and Urban Santa Monica Bay WMA.

k. The Federal District Court, Central District, ruled in ~]]~]~=..YI_~.l~l~ (C.D.
Cal. 1994) that the California Department of Transportation had not
substantially complied with Order No. 90-079. The court issued ¯ separate
Order to Caltrans to enforce compliance with the requirements of Order No.
90-079. The Court stated that in order to reduce pollutants to the "maximum
extent practicable’, a Permirtee must evaluate and implement BMPs, except
where, (i) other effective B~Ps will achieve greater or substtntially similar
pollution control benefits; (ii) the BMP is not technically feasible; or (iii) the
cost of BMP implementation greatly outweighs the pollution control benefits.

I. The Natural Resources Defense Counsel (NRDC) filed a lawsuit against the
County of Los Angeles for non-compliance with Order 90-079 in the Federal
District Court, Central District, on October xx, 1994. The parties to the suit
are in the process of reaching a settlement out-of-court. The NRDC settled
similar lawsuits out-of-court in 1993 with the cities of Beverly Hills, Culver
City, El Segundo, and Hermosa Beach.

m 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i) requires each MS4 Permittee to demonstrate that it can
implement and enforce the slorm water management program pursuant to legal
authority established by ordinance, statute, and/or contracts. Each Permittee
must, in addition, acquire legal authority to enforce specific prohibitions which
are included in this Order but were no specified in Order 90-079, to encourage
countywide consistency.

33. The Regional Board has notified each Permittee, interested agencies, and interested
persons of its intent to prescribe waste discharge requirements and an MS4 NPDES
permit for storm water discharge and has provided them with an opportunity for a
public hearing and an opportunity to submit their wrirten views and recommendations.

34. The Regional Board solicited comments on early drafts of this Order from Permittees,
xnterested agencies, and interested persons. In addition, the Regional Board staff met
with representatives from Permittees, business associations, environmental groups, and
other interested persons to discuss permit requirements and resolve critical issues.
Regional Board staff also solicited feedback from the Santa Monica Bay Oversight
Committee on early drafts of the Order, and attended Permittee watershed meetings,
and public workshops to hear concerns. Regional Board staff have incorporated
suggestions wherever appropriate, a.,~d addressed comments where pertinent.

35. The Regional Board will notify interested agencies and interested persons of the
availabxlity of reports, plans, and schedules, including Annual Reports, Work Plans,
Performance Standards, and proposed Storm Water Management Plan revisions,

10
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submitted in response to requirements of’ this Order and %rill provide them with sn
opportunity for a public hearing and/or an opportunity to submit their wri~en views
and recommendations. The Regional Board will consider all commems and may
modify the reports, plans, or schedules or may modify this Order in accordance with
the NPDES permit regulations. All submittals required by this Order conditioned with
acceptance by the Executive Officer will be subject to thes~ notification, comment, and
public hearing procedures.

36 A municipal storm water program companion guidance manual is being developed
under contract to provide guidelines and assist Permittees in complying with this
Order. Permirtees who have graciously contributed funds to develop the guidan~
manual, include the County of Los Angeles, and she cities of Culver Ci~, La Canada
Flintridge, Los Angeles, Pasadena, Rolling I/ills Estates, Santa Clari~a, Santa Monica,
and Vernon.

37. The requirements in ",his Order, as they are met, are in conformance with federal and
state laws regulations, and guidelines developed for the implementation thereof, and
water quality �ontrol plans applicable to the Los Angeles besin.

38. The action to adopt a NPD£S permit is exempt from the provisions of the California
1~nvironmental Quality Act; Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 21 I00) of Division
]3 of the Public Resources Code in accordance with Section 13389 of the California
Water Code.

39. This Order may be modified or alternatively revoked or reissued, prior to the
expiration date to include: changed conditions identified in technical reports;
incorporate applicable requirements of statewide water quality control plans;
incorporate amendments to the Basin Plan; and to comply with any applicable
requirements, guidelines, or changes issued or approved under Section 402(p) of the
Clean Water Act, if the requirement, guideline or regulation so issued or approved
contains different conditions or additional requirements not provided for in this Order.
The Order as modified or reissued shall also contain any other requirements of federal
or state laws, regulations and guidelines applicable at that time.

The Board, in a public hearing, heard and considered all comments pertaining to the tentative
waste discharge requirements.y (30) days from the date of its adoption provided the Regional
Administrator, USEPA, has no objections.

IT IS H~P~BY ORDERED that the Count/of Los Angeles and the Cities of Agoura Hills,
Alhambra, Arcadia, Anesia, Azusa, Baldwin Park, Bell, Bellflower, Bell Gardens, Beverly
Hills, Bradbury, Burbank, Calabasas, Carson, Cerritos, Claremont, Commerce, Compton,
Covina, Cudahy, Culver City, Diamond Bar, Downey, Duane, El Monte, El Segundo,
Gardena, Glendale, Glendora. Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Hidden Hills,
Huminr~on Park, Industry, Inglewood, Irwindale, La Ca.,3ada Flintridge, La Habra Heights,
Lakewood, La Mirada, La Puente, La Verne, Lawndale, Lomita, Long Beach, Los Angeles,
Lynwood, Malibu, Manhattan Beach, Maywood, Monrovia, Montebel/o, Monterey Park,                    [~~
No~’alk, Palos Verdes Estates, Paramount, Pasadena, Pico Rivera, Pomona, Rancho Palos
Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates, Rosemead, San Dimas, San
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Fernando, San Gabriel, San Marino, S~,nta Clarita, Santa Fe Springs, Santa Monica, Sierra VMadre, Signal Hill, South El Monte, South Gate, South Pasadena, Temple City, Torrance, ~
Vernon, Walnut, West Coving, Wes~ Hollywood, Westlake Village, and Whi~er, in order to ~
meet the provisions contained in Division ? of the California Water Code and regulations
adopted thereunder a~d the provisions of the Clean Water Ac~ as amended and regulations
and guidelines adopted thereunder, shall comply with the following for the a~’eas under their ...
jurisdictions in the County of Los Angeles: L

U
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A.        DISCHARGE PROI-ffBITIONS AND RECEIVING WATER LIMITATIONS

Water limits was not Included in the September IS, 199S partial drsltIDiscbarge Prohibitions nod Receiving
that was distributed. The Receiving Water Limitation text is similar to the one proposed by State Board
Counsel for consistenc~’ among Regions. Please refer to Findings 9, 13, end 14 for information on Otis issue.
The Calffo~te Storm Water QualJ~ Task Force has an alternative proposal for this Section which writ be
discussed wJtb State Board Counsel ote meeting in Oakland on December 19, 1~S. (.~onsequentJy, Otis Section
may be subject to modification based on the outcome of that meeting. For purposes of tb|s Order, eomplinnce
with the requirements of this Order is the functional equivalent to meeting receiving water limits. ’rbe
for storm water, in 8 sense, are equivalent to ef~uent limits]

I. Discharge Prohibition

Each Permittee ~hall, within its jurisdiction, effectively prohibit non-storm
water discharges into the municipal separate storm sewer wstem (MS4) and
watercourses, except where such discharges are either:

1. In compliance with a separate N’PDES permit; or
2. Identified and in compliance with Provision II.D (Requirements for

Illicit Connections/Discharges: Non-storm Water Discharges), of this
Order.

II. Receivin~ Water Limitations

Water quality objectives applicable to receiving waters in the Los Angeles
Basin contained in the Basin Plan (Wa~er Quality Control Pla~, Los Angeles
Region." Basin Plan for the Coastal Watersheds of Los Angeles and Ventura
Counties, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Region, Monterey Park, 1994) and the Ocean Plan (Water Quality Control
Plan, Ocean Waters of California, State Water Resources Control Board,
1990), and amendments thereto, shall serve a Receiving Water Limitations and
are hereby incorporated in this Order by reference. If applicable water quality
objectives are adopted and approved by the Sta~e Board after adoption of this
Order, the Regional Board may revise or modify this Order, as appropriate.

Based on the above-mentioned water quality objectives, authorized discharges
under this Order shall not:

1. Contain the following in concentrations or quantities that cause
nuisance or adversely affect beneficial uses of receiving waters’.

a. Floating materials, including solids, liquids, foams, and scum;
b. Suspended or sertleable materials;
c. Oils, greases, waxes, or other materials that result in a visible

film or coating on the surface of the water or on objects in the
water;

d. Chemical constituents; and,
e. Substances that increases biochemical oxygen demand,
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2. Contain toxic pollutants in concentrations or quantities that will
bioaccumulate in aquatic life to levels which are harmful to aquatic life
and human hezlth. ~’~

3. Contain biostimulatory substances in concen~ations that promote ~quaxic
growth to the extent that ~ch ~l~OWth causes nuisance or adv~ze]y _’r
affects beneficial u.~s.

4. Contain toxic substances m mcentra~ons that are toxic to, or 1hat
produce detrimental phyzmlo&,lcai responses in human, plant, Inim~, or
aquatic life.

5. Contain taste or odor-producing substances at levels that impart
undesirable tastes or odors to fish flesh or other edible aquatic .-.
resources, cause nuisance, or adversely afirect beneficial uses.

6. Cause changes in temperature and Imbidity to tee extent that results in
nuisance or adverse effect on beneficial uses.

7. Cause violations of" any applicable water quality objective for the
receiving waters,

B. COMPLIANCE WITH DISCHARGE PROHIBITIONS AND KECEIVING WATER ~’~
LIM’ITATION~;

As a functional equivalent of" compliance with the above Dischar=e Prohibitions
~znd Receivin~ Water Limitations (A.I and A.H), each Permittee shall
demonstrate timely implementation of" ]3~(Ps and other actions to reduce
pollutants in the discharge from their municipal separate storm sewer system
(MS4) to the "maximum extent practicable", in accordance with Requirement C
of" this Order - Storm Water Management Proizram Requirernent~ U

U. ]f" an exceedance(s) of" a receivi.-~g water limitation defined in A.H above,
expressed as either narrative or numerical, has been identified by the
Permittee or Regional Board to be caused by storm water discharges, either of" Uthe f"o]]ow~ng actions sea]] be undertaken to ensure compliance with this Order:

]. The Permittee sea]] demonstrate to the satisfaction of’ tee Regional
Board that the Permirtee is implementing fully and on schedule its -IStorm Water Management Program in accordance with Requirement C
of’ this Order, and continued timely implementation of’ the Storm Water
Management Program, CS~]v[P and/or a WMAP will prevent future
exceedznces of receiving water limits; or

2. Jr’the determination in ]3.TI! cannot be made or upon notice by the
Regional Board, the Perminee shall initiate forthwith an investigation,
and demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Regional Board that either:
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~L Storm water discharges from its municipal separate storm sewer

,~
system are not in fact the cause of the exceedance[s]; or,

b. When storm water from the Perminee’s jurisdiction is determined
to be the cause of the exceedance[s], the Permirtee completes the
investigation in a timely manner to determine the persistence,
cause, culpability, and impact of the exceedance[s] on the
designated beneficial uses of the receiving waters; and, based on
the results of the completed investigation and at the dir,~’lion of
the P.egional Board, the Permit~ee evaluates whether
approved CS’vVMP or WMAP when fully implement~l will
prevent future exceedance[s]; and

i. if the approved CSWMP or WMAP is adequate, the
Permi~ee shall, depending on the persistence and impact
of the exceedance[s] on the receiving water, or at the
discretion of the Regional Board, accelerate the
implementation schedule of BMPs designed to eliminate
the exceedance[s], or

ii. if the approved CSWMP or WMAP is inadequate, the
Permirtee shall develop and submit for approval by the
Executive Officer, new or revised BMPs with a schedule
/’or implementation to prevent future exceedance[s.]
Upon approval, the Permittee shall implement such Bf~£Ps
and document the progress of" implementation and
ef’t’ectiveness thereof in the Annual Reports to the
Executive O~cer.

STOP,-f~ WAT]-’P, MANAGI~f~EfqT PP, OGP,.AM P,.EOU~R.EIvl’ENTS

Each Permittee shall implement within its jurisdiction the following:

]. The Storm Water Management Program provisions of this Orde;. Unless
otherwise specified, the compliance date for all segments of the program
shal] be January I,

2. The Countywide Storm Water Management Plan (CSWh(P), any of its
modifications, revisions or amendments, that will be developed
according to the requirements of this Order.

The C$~/v[P, at a minimum, shall include the components of the Storm
Water ~,~anagement Program defined in this Order and is subject to
approval by the Executive O~cer o/" the P, egional Board.

3. The app]icabIe Watershed ~,~a~ement Area Pla~ (~MAP), any of its
modifications, revisions or amendments, that v,,~]l be developed
according to the requirements o~" this Order.
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Each Permi~ee shall participate in the development of" the ~,VMAP for
its respective watershed management area through its Watershed
Management Committee (WMC). The WMAP shall include the
components of a Storm Water Management Program defined in this
Order, the CSWMP. and any other applicable requirements ~o reduce
the maximum extent prachcable pollutants in the dischsrge. Upon
approv~] by the Executive Officer, the WMAP for a paniculsr
watershed supersedes the CSW/~IP.

n
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V I

[As requested by sever¯l Permit~es in their comments on the September IS, 1995 portiol draft, the EAC kns
bee¯ relieved of on)’ legal oblJj~stJon. The primary responslbili~’ for count)wide tasks ere now delegutod to the
Principal PermJttee, with the I~AC noting in 8n advisory topsoil’. TbJs Section estobl|sbes the framework for
cooperation ¯song Permittees. Both the legal authority subsection and the budget subsection are required
under Section 402(p) of the Cleon WoOer Act. The legal outborJ~ requirements in this Order ere mode Y
�onsistent wJtb the requirements of the CWA Section 402(p), end in addition require specific proldbJtJons Ldescribed in Section IL Consequently, the Jef~al ¯uthori~’ acquired under the Order issued in 1~0 befere the
promulgation of final regulations by the USEPA may be insuf1~cJent. Also. in response to comments, �o~cor~
was expressed regarding WMCI holding closed sessions. The Regionol Boord wants to ensure that the public
h¯s ¯n opportunity to p¯rtJcJpntz tn the development of the storm water men¯gement programs.

The Administrative Procedures subsection provides Par~Jttres ¯n opportunl(F to work with the Regional
Board to remedy deficiencies in their progrom prior to the initiation of formal enforcement actions. As always
,orm,l enforcement .cOlon, .guinst Pcrmittees (such ,s AC;Lso C:DOs0) go be,ore the Re~ion.I Bo.rd where the

1 0Pormittoe has o right to ¯ bearing.

All of the �onn,’wide requirements end guidelines will be developed by the PrJncJpa| PermJttoe Jn �onsultation
with the EA(~. PermJttees provide input through the EAC end the WMC. Standard reporting forms ere also _
developed by the Principal Permlttee under the guidance of the £ACo so that each Permlttoc is not burdened
basic progrom development. However, each PcrmJttre has the sole responsibility for implementin8 the
program requirements. At some paint, after oil section requirements for countywide storm water mnnngement
plan (CSWM2~) have been developed, end are being implemented, Permittees have the option of developing 8
separate watershed ares management plan (V/MAP) to replace the CSWM~P. The WIV[P must contain some
components of the CSVtM~P but can customize others.

Man)’ Permlttees complained that the Permit goes into too much detail Los Angeles County has bad a MS4
permit for more than five )’ears and many bask components of the implementation requirements of C’WA
Section 402(~) are )’el to be developed in an)’ coherent manner. US£PA has expressed major concerns with the
progress of the Los Angeles storm water program. While other MS.I program throughout the State and
elsewhere in the country have developed storm water management plans end implemented them, ~s Angeles                      ~u~
(~ou¯~’ municipalities bare noL Further program development delay as requested by some Permlttees is not fb din the public internal Consequently, in this Order components of each Section provide some det¯Jl, so that 80+                   ~_~
Permittees understand these requirements. Tbe requirements in this Order ¯re �omparable to what Js being
implemented by other MS4 programs which ere described in their respective storm wooer management pleas.
The Order sbould stood ¯lone and be unambiguous, ¯s some Permittees noted in their comments. I!
Where a Permittee finds an)’ particular BMP requirement impracticable, the Permittee has been given the
flezibili~’ to petition for program substitution. However such requests require that sufficient rationale be
presented to assure a basis of consistency within the Count’ for business and the public.

can reduce tee cost of tee program by working �oo~ratjveJy with the Principal Permlttee end thePermJttees
EAC, to implement these requirements without duplication of efforL In addition, they can look st existing
structures and functions within cities to integrate implementotion expects of this Order.]

A. Princioal Permi~ee

I. The County of Los Angeles is designated as the Principal Permit~ee.

2. The Principal Perminee shall:

17
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~ to develop a Co~de Sto~ Water ~~t
PI~ (CS~) which may ~en be used ~ develop a Wm~ed
M~agement Area PI~ for each ~te~;

d. Convene ~e Watershed M~agemen~ ~mmi~ ~)
¯ e desi~afion of repres~tatives to ~e ~Cs, ~d ~k

~ 0appoin~ent of a char ~o ~II ~ sere on ~e

e.e Pro~de per~nnel ~d fisc~ re~urc~ lot ~e development of
~e W~s; -

Provide per~nnd ~d risen re.urges f~ upd~ng ~d
---~;~’":-- ~ "~- ~ .... ~ "~- ~" moa;~°..,~.,~ the CS~
~d ~e ~Ps; ".

Provide technicM ~d adminis~ative suppo~ for ~ ~
the EAC, ~d

¯ e WMCs constituted pursuit to Pro~sion I.E.; ._

h.g Provide personnel ~d fiscal resources to ~mplete ~
, the Annual Reports including ev~ua~ons of

monitoring program data ~d B~

i. Prepare ~d fo~ard summ~es ~d evNuations of prog~
~mpli~ce for submina] to ~e Region~ Bo~d, upon receipt of
info~afion ~d materi~s from ~e WMCs;

j. ~th_ ~mdance ~f !he.~AC, a~ ~ liaison between Perigees
~d ~e Region~ Board on pe~it issues; ~d

k~ ~th_~da~ce o(the EAC, implement acfivifi~ ~A:::
~utlined in this Order~for a Permi~ee                         ’,
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B.    Perminees

1. Each Permittee shall:
0

I~..~.~rncJpa~e ~n-lne ~evelopmenl ~no

~ c. Provide in a timely m~ner all info~ation needed by ~e UPnncipal Pe~inee for completing ~e ~nu~ Repot.

~:~.V.~p~).~;~ ........................................................................

~ represental~ve(~) !9 the WMC,g~vho has the delegated~uth~j~
make de.ions ~on~torm-~ale~.~ermil ~e~ on~eha~]h~ ....

19
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~lermits ~)n ~~uarlerif bssis through Ibe~ NegionN )Board,,I
ectronic~ulletin ~oard~ ~’blch m~y ~e~ ~ccesseg ~.~213)~’~~

[or usury each:~.ermittee ~o identify.~e~i~U,[~f2~.~y~

ec~saD’,:~nd ~epo~ io~ ihe Negional Boa~
~solve~nv ~�onflic~ which ~re identified ~e~h~Ib~~

agencies, include but ~e not limited ~:

a. C~ifomia Dep~ent of Fish ~d ~e
b. C~ifomia Dep~ent of To~� Sub~cm ~n~ol

e. California Dep~ment of Tr~s~nafion
f CNif~mia Air R~ur¢¢s Bo~d

Cr::k, S==:: C!~:,Th~xecufive.2Ad~.’!S.0~0mmi~(ri shMl �onsi~ of
a ~oting represemativ¢ from ~e Co~ of Los ~geles, ~e Ci~ of ~s             .
Angeles, representatives from ~e Malibu Creek, S~ta Cl~a ~ver, ~d
Dommgu~z Ch~nel WMAs, ~d ~o from ~ S~ Gabri~ ~veg~ ~s
Angeles ~ver, ~d the Ballona Creek WMAs, ~r~ iot~l~[ ~ey~
~oting ~~be~ ~:~Regional Boa~:~XeCutive Omcer ~’Ul’
SpFoin~ a ReglonN Board representative~ :a membe: of the pu~
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~~ o r~’in a f e.~"~’~ p’~’~e m e"’~ t~’~’*fl o n : ~’~ ~

~ ate h ....... " " " ":~’    "~ ............

U
;;2;,;2,;.:~ts~ ~ne rnnclpa~ ~ermlttee3n tom prong .~um manes.~,n.~~uations bf ~ompliance for ~ubmittal ~o:~Region~

Boa~;/~p~:~e �.ei p.~, ~ ~,f~,~ a,~.0,~n,d~.a,~),~,~

~t PHncip~Termi~ee ~n ~ts )iaiso~)~n~i~j~i

polluter sources, evaluate B~ appropriateness, ~d ~scss
effectiveness.

~ach ~ ate~he    anagement ~ommlttee shalrbetomp~e                              ,
~’otin re resentati~-e from each P~r i ~ r~., .... ¯

t
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teport~ on permit ~ctivitles within:.~he w~te~hed ~or

0~bm~tt~ Iolhe Pnnc~pal

f. Circulate a dr~ of ~e ~u~ re~ ~ong Pe~i~ for g
review ~d ~mmem prior ~ ~ubmi~

g. Facilitat~ implem~fion of ~is Order by Pe~i~ ~ ~e
~te~el

1. Subcommi~ees ~I may ~ ~li~ ~ ~e ~C ~or ~e EAC,
~ere deemed nece~.

2. Each Subcommi.ee shall focus on ~ecific progr~ ~e~

implementation, ~d ev£uation of selected progr~ ~.

a budget summ~ fomat for use by each Permittee to repo~
resources available ~o implement ~he slorm water managemen{
prog~m. The.bu dge[}um m~.~hall.)n clu de_~.~.~inimum~.ga~i~
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t~esources, equipment, Suppor~ ~apabilities, rontract ~e~ic~;..~.~
~ha~ng ~rrangements for �oun~’ide ~g~ms.:(~g.~Publie Y

[~p~mentafion~: requital under_SeCflon~02~)~[~.~~
¯ of bud ef~do

~ata in an alternate fomtt zhi~h inclu~es~~

...............

1. ~..:..t-g*t.. -- ..,-. . -~t" *": "" ,t..._. .........-- :=,~::!::~ :f =-__-.~. :..--...!..:: ---’~-"

,,~....--1". ..... .~.l,. *k;* a’%.at .....I *k. 131 .... .:..k:-- -’,,-

3. ~ t. t~ ,, .t..u :::’t.i~’ :~:t ;" .L:.= !:g-’-! .... t.^.~,.. ::

1~.1

~!~
/~.~...,.~.~.../..~.<~.;...~~~f.’~/~_.~

~;~’~’~’-~erm|ttee~;hal-] Bemonstrate;~tbaf It ~P.OSSesses leg~
hece~sarv no control :discharges to and from tho~e ;portions ,~f
bIS4 ~over ~hich it has jurisdiction2 in ~ompllance ~vlth Ihts
~his legal:~authori may~ be’demonstrated by either a single
~rdinance or ~ single guidance document containing all
brdinances, "permits, ~:ontracts, 9rders or inter-jurisdiction:d
~reements among ])ermittees ~hich govern a Permittee’s
water management activities per guidelines in the .Guidance
~’or ~The Preparation Of Part 2 :Of ~The ,N’PD~F_,S
~’or Dizchargc~ from MuMc[pal ~eparate Storm Se~,’~ ~ystems,(EPA
833-B-92-002, November 1992). pages 3-4,
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a. Control ~e contribution of pollutants to lhe MS4 by slorm water
dischazges associated ~th industrial ~c~ ~d ~e qu~i~ of
~o~ water disch~ged from sites of indust~ acti~;

b. Prohibit i]licit disch~ges ~d illicit �o~ections W ~e MS4 ~d

require removal of illicit �onnec~ons;

c. Con~ol the discharge o~ spills ~d ~e dumping or dis~s~
maz~n~s other ~ ~o~ wa~er (e.g., indust~ ~d �ommerci~
w~tes, ~h. debts, motor vehicle fluids, green w~t~

among Pe~inees the discharge of pollut~ from one potion o~

~qo~r~ compl~c~ ~h conditions in ordin~ccs,
~n~rac~s or orders~ ~

" Condoc~ inspection, su~i]l~c~ ~d monitoring
procedures n~c~ssa~ ~o d~in~ compli~c~ ~d non-
compli~c~ ~h p~rmh conditions incloding ~ prohibition on
illicit discharges to

Apph::::on~. or

~xec~Ve OffiCer o~ ~h~ ~eg~on~1 ~o~rd ~h~n I~0 days
effective date of ,his Order bvhich

25
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i. A statement under pcnaJ~y of perjury by its representative
legal counsel that the Permitlee has obtained all necessary
legal authority to comply with this Order; and

ii. A timely r~edule for obtaining adequate legal amhority "r

complywith this Order (if Provision IJ-l.3.a.i. is only
partially fulfilled).

b. Exercise full legal authori~ within its jurisdi~ion to require
compliance with this Order, the Count/wide Storm Water
Management Plan, and/or the Watershed Management Area

10

khe~ ~VMAP,if lhel Permittee ~can! :demon~trate:..~through =                       ~"~

~ ~.:~nmtnate"any storm ~vater ;BI~II" ,OenUUeO
~SW.~LP~ ~nnd/or ~he WMAP, for its ~uri~diction if~i~

~ ne ~xecunve .u~ncer ~u ~pprove ~r ~sapprove xne.:penfion m ,.,

J.-~---Administrafive Review

The administrative review process formalizes the procedure for review and
acceptance of" reports a~d documents submitted to the Regional Board under
this Order. In addition, it provides a method to resolve any differences in
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compliance expectations between the ]Legions] Board and Permittees, prior to
initiatin~ enforcement ~ction,

i:~’~;"~ ~orm-~’ate~rogrsm uocumems,~uuu-:);v ,,;     . v
program ~ummanes, ~and ~mplementat~on ~nd tomphsnce schedii]~
Beveloped by ~, ])ermit~ee under ~h~ ~rovlsion~: ~)f ~h|s
be submitted ~o.:(he !E:~ecudve I:)fficcr ~’or ,,pprovat:..The.ETecutw~
Dfficer ’~ill notify ~he: Permittee ~snd ~th~ Principal Permittee:.~. f~h~
~’esults ~)f the review.~md approval :or disapprov~’itl ii~l~.~
If ~the~ Executive :Officer .]~:ts not responded .within~, 20
Permittee ~shafi ~mplement ~thel gubmltted.:C~ ~

2. If the Executive Officer finds that ¯ Permittee’s storm water program is
insufficient to meet the provisions of the Permit, the Execu6ve Officer
sha]i send a "Notice of Intent to Meet and Confer (NI...M...,.,.C)_.’..~to the
Permirtee, ~ ~ th:~p e~;d~ c.=_fi n d m g s_~ n.~ uppoo.~.,~.~]~£~. ,n..s. ,u.~,~
~etermination- The NIIvlC shall include ¯ time frame by which the
Permittee must meet with Region¯] Board staff.

....... Tk. ~--* .--A ...~’ ..... ;^A .t,..lt .~--.I..A.

"

~.’-.~, .- ~The-YermtHee,~pon ~’ece,pt ~[ a~,-~nan’meel ~an.~...
~:onfer ~’~th !Reg,onal -’Board ~taff to �lar:.fy~ the ,~teps lo~b~
i.aken ~o ~ompletely meet ;hei’pro~slon~ o[ this ~)¢rm..i~.~:)~,.,~,~
~’_.et :and ~�onfer-sessions ~hall be 1"off’the! purpose~0f
.~]evelopmg ;add,t,ons and enhancemenls to~:the ]urtsd,cho_n..’.g
~torm :w’ater program. The meet and confer period
~onclude with ~bei~ubmittal to:~and acceptanc~ by ~he
Executive Officer :of a written :’Storm ~,’ater.:Progran~
Compliance :Amendment ~[SPCA)" which shall inc!ud~
Implementation deadlines.: The: ~Executive Officer may....
lerminate lhe meet and �onfer period after a ~-easonabl~
~efiod due ,o ~ lack or progress on ~sues and .may Orde’~
lubnfittal._.of..~helSPCA..b.v.a.~pecJfied.date. The NIMC
includ~ a dat~ by which the Permi~lee must meet with P.egiona]
Board staff Failure to submit an acceptable SPCA by the
specif’,ed date shall constitute a violation of" this Order.

~,~:...i_..ilThe Executive Officer will approve or reject the submmed SPCA
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or an amended SPCA within 120 days. Rejection of a SPCA by
the Executive Officer shall state the reasons for the failure to
approve the SPCA. A permirtee that receives ¯ rejection o£ an
SPCA shall have ~-~-(60~ d,~vs to remedy the specified
deficiency and resubmit the SPCA.~"~-~ ::=!;’: "--"":’=’~:’"’~’!"

~.~---The Permittee shall comply with the terms of the SPCA. The
Permittee shall submit reports to the Executive O~cer of

o tess made under the SPCA The frequency of progress

" [ricer ~a~lure ~ �omply ~th the~-.~.~ an~ ~onditions of the~ " "    ¯ - " ’--:-- of this~i;~ and shall beSPCA shah consUtuxe a wo~auv,,      ~ ............
.use for immediate Administrative Civil Liability as prescribed
by the Executive Officer.

K. pt~blic Review

1. The Principal Permittee shall maintain a current mailing list of interested
parties, organized by WMAs, for distribution of documents that require the
Executive Officer’s approval. The Regional Board will provide the Principal
Permittee with the initial list of interested parties.

2 The Principal Permi~tee shall distribute for public comment the initial CSWMP,
WMAPs and other storm water Program Requirements that are submitted to the
Executive Officer for approval. The public comment period will run
concurrently with the Regional Board’s review period.

3. Interested parties wishing to comment on the initial CSWMP, WMA.Ps and
other storm water Program Requirements in review, must submit their
comments in writing to the Executive Officer no later than 45 days after the
Principal Permirtee has made the document available to the public. Regional
Board staff will maintain a list of intere~ed parties who have requested to
receive announcements of permit reports.
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Jllllcll Connections ! Discberges h divided into three |ub4ectJons. Illicit �onnectinns; Illicit dbcberjel;
end Non-storm woter discberges. Cbonges were mode booed on comments by PcrmltteeJ
September IS, 199S pertisl drsfl. One Permlttee |ouested tbet this Section be reversed with the nezt
(i.e, Jegsl sources shoed of iJiepl). However. ~Jl Section includes permissibJe noR4inrm wnter
dischtrfes, relevsnt to Discberge Prohibitions of the Order. In oddition, the empbnsb of’
IndustrJal/Commerciel Section is OR pollution preveot~on, is ore subsequent Sections].

irommerc,,I, or industrial l~,p,n~ (or channels) carrTmg xmtreated.~
itreated waste waters. Suchconnections ~,re sometimes ~uauthonzedi~.nd~
intentional ~or ~accidentsl ~ue ~o ~istaken identification

 connections- :an’  :ont nuat intermittenti non storn   ate .L (i

iZnv~tigation

|]licit Connections

]~y ~anua~ !~, 1997, each Permittee shall implement a program to identify and
eliminate illicit connections to the maximum extent practicable.

, ", Z ...............

|~;i_~_,~.:~l’he Prin.ctpal ]’ermJttee "m’consultat!on ~Wltll
a model, program ~for ~h~ ~iimination: ~of illicit �onnections

~:.~.~.Z~.~.~t an d a r~J zze.~ .~t o rm..~ra.m_~nspe~ti o.n.,~.g# ~u.r.~ d illicit
connection and identification ~nd elimination procedures;

but not limited to old commercial/industrial
heavy industxy listed under subchapter H of 40 CFK Parts 405 -
471;

c. ~i~’~’iutilize results of field screening activities, and other
appropriate information;

d c,¢,.-.;=i= ----’~ ~r.~::,t-~a~-Induszrial/comrnercial education and
outreach materials to inform businesses about the problem of
illicit discharges/dumping az~d proper discharge/disposal
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practices;

£ m~m~-~-Stsndsrdized record keeping to document illicit
connections; and

g. ~s~-£nforcement procedures to terminate illicit �omnoctions.

Illicit Dischareers~Di,~l

" oltutnnts to= ihe M.S4 ~hal[ be-Mth
~’acilit}~r ~ite.- Nothing ]n this Order shall ~be: ~nterpreted,..~o,

~ 1. The Principal Permittee in consultation wid~ ~he EAC shall develop
model illicit discharges elimination program by ]plv 15. 1996. The
program ~all include, ¯t a minimum:

l     ~y _.____, rE: = ~ ~" :halt .a:;’:]:F~ : .... :" "

& ~tanoarotzeo -en~orcemen~.proceaures¢ mc~umnl

b. ~’[an~ar~ze~ proce~lures ~r mves,gahon,.�onta~nmen~n~[
~leanup for ~pills, ~a’hich include: a procedurelIo.~ensure-~,ha~.
i~v,a~e ireated ~vith disinfection ~ents ~,vill not be
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; f. Washing down toxic materials from paved or unpaved areas into
the ~orm drain ~y~tem;

g. Washing down impervious surfaces in industrial/~mmer¢ial

areaSsafetyintOCodes;the MS4,and unles~ specifically required by Health and

* ;b.-’; .."-’:.: " ....... :"-

’ D. Non-storm Water Dischar=es

1. £xempted Di.~har~

& Flows from ripa~an habitats or wetlands;
b. Diverted stream flows;
c.    Springs;
d. Rising ground
e. ~ Uncontaminated groundwater infiltration; ~

~ ne ~,xecutqYr.Ulilcer~ ~pon me. presentation. ~o/evloen~e ;n~ecoroJul,;~
i~ithPro~ion;lI.C.4,-(Procedure~ ~’or Extra ption), may~ inclu dd~othg~

2. Conditionally Exempted Discharges

~l~e ~low~ng non-storm water dts~harges nee~noi’~e pr~Jte~
However; if theyl ~re-~dentified by ~ifl~er a Permittee :or ~.h~
Dfficer ~s: being Sources ~f pollutants ~o: receivin~ waters, ~hen
.B.MPs lo minimize the: adverse impacts :of ~uch ~ources !shall be :developed..
~nd implemented under ~e CSWMP ~r th~.~_.~...P.~..j..n.~.c.~r.~a~�~..~;~.~..t.~.

a. Landscape irrigation;
[~ ~\ ater line flushm
c. Foundation drains;
d. Air conditioning condensate;
e. Irrigation water;
f. Water from crawl space pumps;
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g Retaining wall drains;
h. Individual residential car washing; T

, i. Residential s~-eemme~ roof drains: -
j.

Residential swimming poolI discharges;

~e Executive O~er, upon ~e presentation of e~den~e in-
~th Pro~sion HC.4. ~rocedures for Exemption), m~ include
~legoEes of non-~o~ water dis~h~ges ~der ~is ~u~o~.

Designated Discharges

The following non-storm water discharges hove been determined by the
Executive Officer to be a significant source of pollutants to receiving
waters. Each Permittee has one year from the efTective date of this Order
or in the case of a new designation, one year from the Executive Officer’s
date of determination to eliminate the discharge, or develop appropriate
BMPs to minimize the adverse impacts in accordance with Provision
II,C,4, (Procedures for Exemption)

a. Street washing
b. Sidewalk washing

The Executive Officer, upon the presentation of evidence, may
include other categories of non-storm water discharges under this
sub-section.

4. Procedures for Exemption

The Principal Permittee in consultation with the EAC may ~dentify and
describe additional categories of non-storm water discharges to be
exempted from A. Discharge Prohibitions.l. in the Annual Report to the
Executive Officer. The criteria for exemption may include,

a. Documentation that the discharges are not sources of
pollutants to receiving waters;

b. Special circumstances in which the discharges have been
found to be not sources of pollutants to receiving waters;

�. Prescription of specific BMPs to reduce pollutants to the
"maximum extent practicable" and minimize adverse
impacts of such sources; and

d. Established procedures to ensure BMP implementation
including performance standards, monitoring and record
keeping,
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IIL PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR I~DUSTRIAI./COMMERCIAL SOURCES

[Industrial / Commercial Sources was completely rewritten offer 8 review of comments rereJved sad
discussions with the Coun~ of Los Anfeles, the Ci~ of Los Angeles, end Heol the Bay. Tasks on
program development wLU be performed by the Principal PermJttee under the L, uJdonce el’ the EAC.
A database is being setup us 8 reference resource for the public, business, industry, local 8ovcrnment,
the Regional Botrd, end other public ogencies on storm water program pertJcJpation~ h, nddltinl, the
facilities inspection mostly includes facilities that were already required to be inspected under rite
baseline program of the existing Order. Etch Permittee’s primary role b in impJement~tinn once rise
�ounty.’ida program has been developed. Many Permittees expressed concerns on the cost o~lbe
facilities oversight program. PermJttees may consider integrating hnpJementatJon wJtk curce~t
industrial waste inspection, �ouoby health inspection, or stnitation department inspection pl’e~,stSllnS
tbrooEh contracting without starting their own. Although minimum inspection frequencies bnve been
established, Permlttees beve some fieziblli~ in prioritizin~ the sequence of focilities inspection in I five
yeor Peri°d. Any Permlttce b" sis° been |ivan the flezJbJli~ t° petJfl°’ ’ke lrxecutjve Or/ice* with
proper sckntific bests ~o implement un olt~rnntive projrom.]

Each Permittee is required to develop and implement an industrial/commercial program
that focuses on identification and control of storm water pollutant and non storm water
discharges from industrial/commercial sources within its jurisdiction.

A. Identification of Sources

I. The Principal Permittee in consultation with the EAC shall develop a
database format for listing industrial/commercial facilities by four digit
SIC Industry Numbers by October ]5. 1996. This database will serve
as a reference resource for the public, business, industry, local
government, the Regional Board, and other public agencies on storm
water program participation. The initial accuracy of the database will
be dependant on the accuracy of electronic and information sources used
to establish the database, but the accuracy is expected to improve after
Permittees begin to implement the industrial/commercial oversight
program. No legal import is to be attributed to the database developed
by the Perminees. The database format shall include at a minimum:

~. Facili~ name;

b. Site address;

�. Watershed;

d. Applicable SIC code(s); and

e. NPDES storm water permit coverage status, if applicable.

2. Each Permirtee shall collect information based on the format developed
by the Principal Permit’tee to identify industrial/commercial facilities
within its jurisdiction by January 15. 1997. The list of facilities shall
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include, at ¯ minimum:

L All industrial groups regulated under Phase I of the Federal
morm water program (40 CFR 122.26; Phase I Facilities).

b. Other industrial/commercial groups selected by the Principal
Permittee in consultation with the EAC and/or the Kegional
Board from the USEPA Phase U storm water program r, croening
list, such as nurseries, wood product wholesalers, goH" �ourses,
cattle ranches, amusement parks, and municipal vehicle
service/maintenance facilities (Storm Wa~er Discharge#
Potentially Addressed by Phase II of the National
Discharge Elimination System Program, l~eport to
Office of Water, USEPA Washington, D.C., Document No. EPA
8.~.~-K-9,1-002) and other similar documents. The criteria for
selection by the Regional Board and/or the Principal Permitlee in
consultation with the EAC may include,

i. E~ent of exposure of the industrial/commercial activity
to storm water;

ii. Types and quality of ~.on storm water discharges;
iii. Similarity of industrial/commercial activity to industrial

activity regulated under Phase 1;
iv.    Types of chemical contaminants and wastes generated

that can become exposed to storm water;
v. Existence of duplicate regulatory programs of other

agencies that emphasize waste management and minimize
exposure of the industrial/commercial activity to storm
water;

vi. Number of facilities in watersheds;
vii. Professional understanding of the industriallcommercial

sector wane management practices;
viii. ]Experience of local agency industrial inspection

programs; and,
ix.    Any other information that indicates ¯ significant

potential for contamination of storm water.

The database of industrial/commercial facilities for each Permittee’s
jurisdiction, shall be maintained and updated annually.

The Principal Perminee shall compile the information submitted by each
Permit~ee into a database of industrial/commercial facilities based on the
standard format by July 15. 1997. This database will, in addition to
Provision HI.A.I, include:

a. For each four digit SIC Industry Number, primary
activities that might impact runoff discharges (from
national or commercial database sources); and
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b. For each four digit SIC Indusny Number, primary
materials that might impact runoff discharges (from

~ national or �ommercial database)

B. Prioritization of Sources

1. The Principal Permit~ee in consultation with ~he EAC shall rank
industrial/�ommercial groups which have benn identified in Provision
III.A.2, into one of three priority groups: High, Medium and Low, by
~II.~I~I~,L~. The criteria for ranking may include,

: a. Predominance or" activity in watersheds;~
b. Existence of other local agency oversight programs Ihat

~ emphasize waste minimimion and pollution prevention;

!
c. Past history of" industrial/�ommercial practices; and,
d. Potential for contribution of significant mnounts of

pollutants into storm water.
e.    Proximity of activity to beneficial uses;

2. Each Permi~tee shall numerically rank within High, Mec~ium and Low
groups, the indu~ial/commercial facilities grouped by the Principal
Permi~tee in III.B.I, in the order of storm water BMPs implementation
oversight, by Avril 15. 1997. The criteria for ranking by each
Permiuee may include,

a. Predominance of activity;
b. Existence ot other local agency oversight programs that

emphasize waste minimization and pollution prevention;
c. Past history of industrial/commercial practices,
d. Potential for contribution of significant amounts of

, pollutants into storm water;
e. Proximity of activity ~o beneficial use as determined by

the WMC;
f. Relationship between SIC groups and pollutants of

concern as determined by the WMC.

Source Control Measures

1. The Principal Permi~tee in consultation with the EAC shall develop a
checklist of" specific s~orm water BMPs for use by Permit’tees for each
industrial/commercial SIC group which has been prioritized in Provision
III.B.I by July 15.1996. The BMPs must:

a. Address multiple pollutants;

b. Initially focus on BMPs such as pollutant source minimization,
education, good housekeeping, and site design alternatives; and

c. Tarset source areas and activities with the highest potential to
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generate substantial pollutant loads.

Each Permit~ee shall use the checklists developed by the Principal
Perminee in its industrial/commercial facilities inspection program.

2. Each Permit~ee shall require through its legal authority by

¯ No discharge of untreated wash waters to the MS4 when gas
stations, auto repair garages, or similar use facilities arc

b. No discharge of untreated wastewater from mobile auto washing,
steam cleaning, mobile ca,’pet cleaning, and other such mobile
commercial and industrial operations into the MS4;

�. No repair of machinery and equipment in er~as exposed to storm
water, including motor vehicles, which are visibly leaking oil,
fluid or antifreeze;

~ d. Storage away from areas susceptible to or exposed to storm
¯ water, of materials containing grease, oil, orother hazardous

substances (e.g., motor vchicle pans), and unsexed receptacl~s
containing hazardous materials;

e. Placement of machinery or equipment that is to be repaired or
maintained in areas susceptible to or exposed to storm water, in
a manner where leaks, spills and other maintenance related
pollutants are not discharged to the

f. Regular sweeping to remove debris from commercial/industrial
motor vehicle parking lots with more than twenty-five
parking spaces that are located in areas susceptible to or exposed
to storm water;

g. Rernova] and proper disposal of all fuel and chemical residue,
animal waste, garbage, batteries, or other types of potentially
harmful materials which are located in areas susceptible to or
exposed to storm water;

h. Disposal of hazardous waste at an appropriate disposal site, and
not in u’ash containers used for municipal trash disposal; and

i. Proper disposal of food wastes by the food service and food

distribution,.., indus~y.
Programs and activities to encourage the above BMPs shall be made
pan of the CSWMP and the WMAPs.

t
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D. Source Inspection

D I. Each Permittee shall develop and implement an industrial/commercial
facilities inspection program by October 15. 1996. The inspection shall
at ¯ minimum include:

¯ For Phase ! facilities (40 CFR 122.26), site visits to:

i. Consult with ¯ representative of the facility to explain
applicable local storm water codes, regulations and
ordinances;

ii. Review that the facility is in complianco with
municipal storm water codes, regulations, and ordinances;

’ iii. Discuss appropriate BMPs and distribute educational
materials;

Resources Control Board, that ¯ copy of a SWPPP
available on-site, and to notify the Regional Board if an
NOI has not been submitted or a SWPPP is not available;

v. Identify and report problematic facilities to the Regional
Board, when deemed necessary by the Permittee.

b.    For all other facilities, site visits to:

i. Consult with a representative of the facility to explain
~1~ applicable local storm water codes, regulations and

ordinances;t ii. Review that the facility is in compliance with all
municipal storm water codes, regulations, and ordinances;

iii. Discuss appropriate BMPs and distribute educational
materials;

iv. Follow-up and take action against problematic or
recalcitrant facilities; and,

v. Identify and report problem facilities to the Regional
Board, when deemed necessary by the Permittee.

: 2. Each Perrni~tee shall submit ¯ schedule for inspection of
industrial/commercial facilities prioritized in Provision IILB.2 by
October ] ~, | 996. The schedule with frequency shall include:

i. Phase l facilities in ~tegories Ill through [ix] and
which have an industrial waste dischari~e permit or ¯
pretreatment permit, once ¯ year;

ii. Phase 1 facilities in categories Ill through [ix] and
w~ich do not have an industrial waste discharge permit or
a pre~earment permit but have obtained coverage under
the GISP, once in five years;
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iii. Phase i facilities in categories [i] through [ix], which do
not have an industrial waste discharge permit, a
pretreatment permit or GISP coverage, twice in five
years;

iv. Phase 1 facilities in category [xi] without an industrial
waste discharge permit, a pretreaunent permit, or GISP
coverage ; contact by phone, mail-out or other similar
method, to inform the facilities of notice of intent (NOI)
requirements and encourage good s~orm water quali~,
�ontrol measures, once in five years;

v. Vehicle repair ~ops, vehicle body shops, vehicle pans
and accessories (SIC Industry Major Group 75); three
times in five years;

vi. Gasoline s~ations
five years;

vii. Restaurants (SIC lndus~ Number 5812), twice in five
years;

viii. Three or more additional SIC indus~riallcommercial
~roups identified by each WMC in consultation with the
Principal Permi~tee/~AC, twice in five years for High,
and once in five years for Medium .and Low as prioritized
in Provision UI.B.2.

I~$ PF.~’~’ION PROGRAM ~$PECTION

~ d~ze or Im’a~mmmt

Pl~ 1, Ill-t=] and [x~] wi~ ~ 1 / ~

Phtse I. Ill- [ix] w~h me ~ 2 I

and ,’,o GISP

Ph~¢ l |xJ] w~ no GISP l I

R~u 2 !

Fs~tn~ --k~d by WklC~ F~gh 2 /

Low I /5
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3. A Permi~ee may petition the Executive Officer with scientific bases to "r-~
subnitute the industriallcommercial inspection program with sn
alternatve industriai/commercial oversight program that will achieve --
greater or substantially similar reduction in pollutants released into
storm water from industrial/commercial activity, and which will be
implemented within a similar period of time. The criteria for the
Executive OtTscer to consider an alternative industrial/commerc, ial
oversight program include :

a. Discharge pollutant characterization data; or
b. Other quantified measures of pollutant reduction; or
�. Results of special studies / pilot projects

! 4. The Principal Permittee in consultation with the EAC shall develop a
~ framework and general guidelines for an enhanced inspection program~ for industrial/commercial facilities by October 15. 1997. The enhanced

inspection program shall be performed by each Permittee at problem
and/or recalcitrant facilities as determined by the Permit~ee. The
inspection program shall include, but is not limited to:

Procedures for enhanced facility inspections;

b. Procedures for enhanced outreach on pollution prevention, waste
minimization, and storm water quality management;

I

~I~ c. Procedures to require corrective action be undertaken by non-
complying facilities;

~, d. Procedures to follow-up on violations of" municipal standards;

,: e. Procedures for enforcement action against non-�omplying
facilities; and,

f. Training for program
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IV. PROGKAM KEQ~NTS FOK DEVELOPMENT PLANNINO /
CONSTKUCTION

[This Section w*s �ompletel)’ rewritten nfter discussions wJ~h Los Angeles Count, the City of Los Angeles, nnd
Heel (be Boy. In oddition, �omments were submitted b)’ the BI.A of S~utbern Cellforni8. The objective of this
Section wss to stretmllne Jocsl government permJU for trredlng nod construction with State nod Federol
requirements for storm wooer end non*point source pollutes under Section 402(p) of the Cleon WJtor Act end
Section 621"7(g) of the Coestel Zone Act Re*uthorbetion Ameodmrnts respectively. If this objective J8 8¢bJeved,
then iocel government requirements ms), be nescient to en~h~k comptjnnce with CWA end
eU~ninet~n8 the need for multiple inspocflon~

While C~VA Section 40:2 requires s sepor~te porto# br mniructSoo sc~JvJt? on five ncres or mor~, MS4
Permitt~es ere required to estoblJsh processes to oddrtss 8/o11~ voter poliutents from nil construction ucflvl~
regerdless of scrooge. $imllsrly, under CT..AR~ Section ~217(g), menegement mensures ksve been prescribed

in CZ, ARA for �onstruction octivlty include those to be uddressed 8I the project plonning sLeges to ovoid costly
restorition end retrofit slier deveiopmen~redeveiopment. Fsllure to fmtogr~to requirements of the two stntutos
st this singe ms), render this Order iJodequete under CZ.A]~ end require sdditionnl permits inter under the
nutborJty of the Constel Commission.

The prlorJtbetion crJterJe developed by the RegJonsl ~ourd, the ~.ounty of Los Angeles, the City of LOs
Angeles, end Heel the Be)’, crusoe simple cotegortes to limit the scope of the construction uctivity pcojrnm nod
is considered ressonsbie. However the thresholds for the priorftbefion ore still under discussion. For
exsmple, it comments sent to Bosrd s**fT bsve Pointed out thst current thresholds for *’Priority" mould
exclude fsst food restsuronts, gts ststions, multi-unit opJrtmentso end high rise buildings, from preptrLng ¯
pine. $imll*rl)’o the 100,000 squsre feet °*high priori .~" threshold would exclude supermerke**, mini*molls,
end promenedes which would grestly benefit from BM]~s. It hen been pointed out to Boerd s**fY thou ~me
Permittees bsve development permitting requiremenLs thet ere more stringent thin provided by the
priorit~stion criterlt. Further, MS.4 Permlttees ore required to nddress nil si~lflcnnt sources of pollutiOn th
storm wooer including perking lots under ~.’WA Section 402(p). In udditJon, the stere of Wnshington uses ¯
threshold of 5,000 squere feet for specific plsn end BMP requiroments (Storm ~l~r M~em~nf
~ke P,,~ Sound ~sb~, IV~skia~ou $~ J)~p~tmen~ e.f £~)’, ]gP2, Do¢~m~[ ~,’o. 9]*?$). Storm wooer
pollution from perking lots ben been shown by the U$£PA sod the Western Stores Petroleum Associntion to be
�ompsrsble with pollution from uutomotJve service

This Section is divided into two sub-sections; Ibe first under Pbnning prtmeril)’ develops countywide ~uJdellnes
to ensure �onsistency. The second under Development �~nstruction st~mpu to strenmllne �onstrnctJon OCtiYJ~

iocsl tgenc), permitting processes end requirements.]

Development increases the amount of pollutants in ~ area and loss of pervious
surfaces. Storm water u’ansports sediment from construction sites and improperly
managed construction site materials into su’eams and rivers destroying fish,wildlife,
and natural habitats. Many pollutants also bind to sediment. In addition, increase in
impervious surfaces increases the velocity and volume of ~orm water, which can erode
stream banks, raise turbidity pollu~ion and stream temperature, and cause flooding
Proper development planning and implementation of BMPs can reduce the impacts
associated w~th consu’uction activity while providin~ a~sthetic and economic benefits
(£.co~o~c BeneJ~ of ~unoff Controls, U~£P,4, Of~ce of Flea,ands, Ocean~, and
~Va~ersheds, EPA Documenr No. 8~.~-~-002, ~).                   ,,-

A. DEVELOP~:~TT PLANNING
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I. Prioritization of’ Development Proiects

~I~ ]:or unitized development, the common plan of development or ~um of
all units shall be considered in determining the priority rating of the
development.

llequirements for development projects shall be established according to
the following categories:

I-li~h Prioriw Proiects are development and ~,edeveIopmeat
projects with a disturbed area of’ five acres or more; or
development projects creating an impervious area I00,000 square
feet or more; or development projects (other than re~deatial
accessory building or addition of less than 25 percent of’ the
exi~ng floor area) in desi~ated Biological Habitats (BIOL) in
the Water Quality Co,,rol Plan, Los Angeles Region, which
includes, but not limited to, Significant Ecological Areas
designated by Los Angeles County and Areas of Special
Biological Significance (ASBS) designated by the Regional
Board; or a hillside area where the natural slope exceeds 25
percent; or redevelopment of projects meeting the above ~riteria
where the value of the improvements exceeds 50 percent of the
value of the existing development. [or ... some physir..al criterion
as opposed to economic. See BIAs comments.]

b. prioriw Proieet~ are development and redevelopment projects
with a disturbed area of two or more acres but less than five
acres, or projects creating an impervious area of 40,000 square
feet or more but less than I00,000 square feet; or any residential
accessory building or addition of 25 percent or less of the
existing floor area in designated Biological Habitats (BIOL) in
the Water Quality Control Plan, Los Angeles Region, which
includes, but is not limited to, Significant Ecological Areas
(SEA) designated by Los Angeles County and Areas of Special
Biological Significance (ASBS) designated by the Regional
Board; or hillside area where the natural dope exceeds
25 percent; or redevelopment of projects meeting the above
criteria where the value of improvements exceeds 50 percent of
the value of the existing development; and

�. ~imited Priori~, Projects are development and redevelopment
projects wi~ a disturbed area less than two acres, and an
impervious area less than 40,000 square feet, which the Public
Works Director (or equivalent municipal authority) determines to
potentiaJly significantly affect ~orm water quality or runoff
volume; or any project requiring a grading permit. The Director
of Public Works (or equivalent municipal authority) shall
develop a documented system, such as a checklist, for
determining "potentially significantly effect."
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2. Counwwide Guidelines

The Principal Perminee in consultation with the EAC shall
develop, s.s pan of the Countywide Plan, guidelines to encourage
watershed protection considerations during planning and
permi~ng of all development projects by October 15. 1996.
Guidelines shall be developed

i. Preserve ~ or restore to the extent feasible, sr~as that
provide water quality benefits, such as riparisn �onidors~ and wetlands, and promote the design of development to

~ protect the biological integrity of drainage systems sad
’; water bodies;

i
ii. Avoid development of areas panicu,aHy susceptible to

;~
erosion or sediment loss and/or establish development

i guidance that identifies these areas and protects them
¯ .- from erosion and sediment loss. Such areas include
~-- slopes, highly erodible soils, intense rainfall zones, and

areas of poor re-vegetative capability;

iii. Promote the integration of storm water quality protection
into the design of development projects, including the
preservation of native vegetation, the maximization of

i pervious areas, and the incorporation of cost effective
treatment control measures; sad

iv. Maintain peak runoff rates at pre-development levels for
development projects and reduce peak runoff rates for
redevelopment projects wherever practicable.

b. The PdncipaJ Permittee in consultation with the £AC shall
develop minimum recommended requirements consistent with the
Guidelines for:

i. Site planning practices;

ii. Post-construction best management practices; and

iii. Redevelopment and infill.

3. Plannin_~ Process

In order to integrate scon’n water management considerations into
development projects at the time that they are first proposed to
jurisdictions, and to support other provisions of this Order:

a. The Principal Permit~ee in consultation with the EAC shall
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develop, as part of the CSWMP Plan, guidelines for
consideration by each Permittee to use in preparing/reviewing
EI:Rs, and in linking EIR mitigation conditions to local permit
approval by October 15. 1996.

Each Permittee shall incorporate the guidelines in their internal
procedures by April ] ~. 1997.

b. The Principal Permittee in consultation with the EAC =hall
develop, as pan of the Co~ywide Plan, a model CEQA
checklist form that explicitly addresses watershed, water quality,
and nonpoint source pollution impacts by October 15. 1996.

Each Permit~ee shall use the model CEQA checklist or
incorporate its provisions into their existing procedures by.

c. Each Perrnittee shall incorporate watershed and ~orm water
management considerations whenever ¯ Permit~ee engages in ¯
significant rewrite of the Permittee’s General Plan elements for:

~ i. Conservation; or
~’ ii. Open space; or~ iii. Land-use; or
~ iv. Public

4. PIannin~ Control Measures

Each Permittee shall implement a program by January 15. ]997,
to inform developers about:

i. Storm water management;
ii. Permirtee’s legal authorities;
iii. Maximi~fion of pervious areas and storm water (where

i geology ~d topography permit);
~ iv. Improved infiltration (where geology and topography
i permit); and
.~ iv. Cost effective storm water treatment and control

measures.

The program sh~ll provide specific guidance on selecting BMPs
to reduce pollutants in s~orm water discharges from urbanized
area~, and include appropriate Bl’,~s, educational materials and
reference the
Handbook, Cal~forma Storm F~’ater ~.ua~ty Task Force,
Sacramento, CA, 19~2, its revisions, and similar manuals.

b. Limited Priority Projects: For projects that meet the criteria in
Provision IV. A.I.c. for a Limited Priority Project, each
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Permittee shall be required by ~Ianuarv 15. 199% thin the
development plans incorporate by detail or reference appropriate
post-consmaction BMPs to minimize non-storm water discharges
from the completed project site.

The Permit~ee shall refer applicants to the Construction Best
Management Practices Handbook, California ,~4o~ Water
Quality Task Force, 3acramento, CA, 1992, its revisions, and
similar manuals for specific guidance on ~,lecting post-
construction BMPs for ~ucing pollutaats in storm
discharges.

�. Priority Project: For projects that meet the ~riteria in Provision
IV.A.I.b for a Priority Project, each Permitte¢ shall require
]imuary 15. 1997, in addition to the requirements listed above for
Limited Priority Project, a Storm Water Mitigation Plan to be
submitted and approved prior to the issuance of any grading or
building permit. The Storm Water Mitigation Plan shall:

i. Maximize, to the extent practicable, the percentage of
permeable surfaces to allow more percolation of storm
water into the ground;

ii. Minimize, to the extent practicable, the amount of storm
water directed to impermeable areas and to the M$4;

iii. Minimize, to the extent practicable, parking lot pollution
through the use of appropriate BMPs such as retention,
infiltration and treatment; and

iv. ]~s~ablish reasonable limits on the clearing of vegetation
from the project site including, but not limited to,
regulation of the length of time during which soil may be
exposed and, in certain sensitive cases, the prohibition of
bare soil.

d. High Priority Project: For projects that meet the criteria in
Provision IV.A.I.a for a High Priority Project, each Permittee
shall require by January ] 5. 1997. in addition to the
requirements listed above for a Priority Project, that the Storm
Water Mitigation Plan also provide for =i~i.qc~.’~: permanent
controls to reduce storm water dischaxge volumes and pollutant
load produced by the development site. Controls may include,
but are not limited ~.

i. Detention ponds, sediment ponds or infiltration

ii. Dikes, swales, filter berms or ditches;
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iii. Roof drainage oriented towards permeable areas on site to
the extent pra~cable;

iv. Lot drainage oriented towards permeable areas to the
extent practi�~le; and

v. Storm water from parking lots ditched to permeable
¯reas to the extent prachcable.

DEVELOPMENT CONSTRUCTION

1. Identification of Develovment Cons’~’u~onSites

Each Permittee ~ha]l develop ¯ database listing active High
Priority and Priority Development Projects within their
jurisdiction by J~muarv 15. 1997. The initial accuracy of the
database will be dependant on the accuracy of electronic and
information sources used to establish the database, but the
accuracy is erpected to improve ffter Permittees begin to
implement the development oversight program. No legal import
is to be attributed to the database developed by the Permit~ees.
The database shall be updated quarterly and include at ¯
minimum:

i. Contractor name, address, and telephone number,

ii. Site address and telephone number,

iii. Type of construction a~vity;

iv. Area of development in square feet;

v. Cubic yards of grading;

vi. Project category: High Priority, Priority;

vii. Project sensitivity: if in designated Biological Habitats];

viii. Project erodibility: if in a hillside area.

ix. NPDES storm water permit coverage status, if applicable.

2. Countywide Guideline1;

a The Principal Permit’tee in consultation with the EAC .shall
develop by .October ~15, 1996, as part of*he CSWM~,
minimum recommended requirements and BMPs for the I~gh
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Priority, Priority, and Limited Priority development project "r~-
construction activities. ]~equirements and BMPs appropriate for Veach category shall be developed along with checklists for use in        ~’~
design and inspection. The requirements and BMPs shall:

i. Include �onsu’uction BMPs; ~.~

ii. Include erosion and s~diment control practices; r

iii. Address multiple pollutants; _

iv. Focus on BI~Ps such as source minimization, ~ducation,
good housekeeping, good waste management and good
site planning;: 10~ v. Target construction a~vity source areas and activities

. v~th the potential to generate substantial pollutant loads;

vi. Retention on the site to the maximum extent practicable,
o~" sediment, construction waste and other pollutants from
construction activity;

vii. M~nagement o~" excavated soil on site to minimize the
amount o~" sediment escape to streets, drainage ~’aci]ities,

~,~or adjoining properties;

viii. Use o~" dr,inage controls, as necessa~’, including but not
limited to:

" a. Detention ponds, sediment ponds, or infiltration ~J

~
b. Dikes, filter berms or ~itches;

: �. Downdr~ins, chutes or flumes;

i d. Silt fences.

1 ix. Containment o~" non-storm water from equipment and
vehicle washing at construction sites, tm]ess treated to
remove sediments and pollutants.

3. :Best Management Practices ~:Ps~

i. Each Pertain’tee sha]l develop a regulatory program by ~
]~. ]997 for construction activities consislent w~th the
(::o~n~i~de Guic[e]ines. The Program shaJl require, prior to the
issuance o~" any con~ruc~on permit £or a deve]opment pro.~ect:
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~.    Limited Priority Project:

i. Preparation of appropriate wet weather erosion
control plans for all projects requiring grading
permits, regardless of size, when grading will
occur or remain incomplete between October l
and April 30;

ii. Inclusion or reference in grading and building
plans all appropriate BlV[Ps contained in
Countywide Guidelines.

b.    Priority Projects and High Priority Projects:

Preparation of a Storm W a, er ]v~tigation Plan
which incorporates in detail:

i. Erosion control during and ~d~ter construction
including BlVlYs to prevent sediment and other
construction-related pollutants from being
transported off-site by storm water; and

ii. All appropriate BMPs contained in the
Countywide Guidelines.

Source In~ecfion

a The Principal Perrni~tee in consultation with ~e EAC shall
develop a model construction activity inspection program, which
includes checklists, by Qcto~¢r ~, ]p96. Each Permittee shall
implement an inspection program based on the model by
~anua~ }5, ]9~7. The inspection program shall include, but
not be limited w:

i. Procedures for construction site inspections;

ii. Trequency of construction site inspections;

iii. Procedures for construction and building industry
outreach on pollution prevention, waste minimization, and
storm water quality management;

iv. Procedures to require corrective action be undertaken by
contractors at non-complying sites;

v. Procedures to follow up on violations of municipal codes;

vi. Procedures for enforcer~en~ action againn noncomplying
constv~ction activity; and
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vii. Appropriate u’aining for program staff’. "!"7"
b. During in~ection of sites which meet the criteria in Provision /’~ [//

IV.A.I.a for ¯ I~gh PrioriV Project and with ¯ disturbed area of
five acres or greater, inspectors shall request to see a copy of the [ ~
SW/’PP. If no SWPPP is available, the Regional Board shall be
notified. In addition, each Permirtee shall report problem
construction sites to the Regional Board. ~"

n
U
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G~.V.    PUBLIC AGENCY REQUIREMENTS

IThh S~ction kos been wrlll~n to ensure thot poUution prevention manures are Incorpor~d Im Peml~
municipal activities. The program is developed by the Priacipol Permlt~e under the guidance or the
Perm|t~es implement the pregr~m once it is developed. Board staffwere rembsded thnt municipal
should be held to 8 �omparable standard with the pr~vnt~ g~dor.]

S~g ~ublic ~genc)~ ~cti~’ifies ~nd ~evelop~od~rbgramZio~

tw                             5]
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~¢.~.2.. il rglnm g tot ~mploye~
ingiunload~g’~ad .....

D. P~ks ~d

~11 include:

~X...;. ~:L~st of approved pe~icides

ii. Product ~d application

iv. Record k~ping.
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~MP. ~o reduce expo~
0 ufing.~t orage~.~ o.~ clu d.~,

~ to rage_~n d o0~.~ r.~ ~er.$over~n_~a~:ed.~uffaces.;
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~ppropNa~e :disposai~aci~ti~: in ~ccord ance~~

_ ~ ~ ........ ........... ,,..~._~._ ............~..=~,

ii. ~~atefi~ ~orage ~der ~ver, a~y from
dr~nage ~e~; ~d

~#f ~ncrete or �~ment on-sit~.

~ e. £mploy~ T~ining to:

" i. Promote a cle~ ~der~ding of ~e ~tenfiN for~ mmnten~ce ac~fies W pollute ~o~ water; ~d

""~ ..........." .......~ .................--
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/

I.    Fled Con~ol ~nt~ p~gr~ ~ ~dude:                                 L

Procedures to ~ess ~e impa~(s) of new fl~d m~~t
projec~ on ~e quMiW of re~i~8

b. Pilot proje~dies w dateline ~e ~plicabili~ of ~ter~
~c~r~ flood ~n~ol ~em elem~ w pro~de poll~t
~mov~ in ~ ~

I0i

d.    Renew of cu~ent m~nten~ce ac~fies such ~~

1. P~king Facilities M~agement ~ include:

bwned parking lots with ~ven~-five Ormo~ ~ar~ng~pa~
~’hich ~ ~xposed ~r ~usceptible. ~,orm.:~;a,~e~,~!~;~,~,~
oil ~d grebe, suspended p~iculates, metNs, ~d pe~oleum
byproduct.

[This ~cflo~ was moved from ~e ~dustrlu~CommercJal, and i~ ~�luded for ~� ~Beflt of
small cities ~st may have bus facilities, small al~, and such which a~ ¢ove~d
Phase 1]

industr;al fr’.cililie~ ~ Provision lI/..~ ....." ~ tPh~t’ I r~cHities) ~hi~
~re o~cd ~r operated by a l’ermiace_~f.~he.~cipal_~eg~tj.~.j~
gonsultation_)~ilh..$he.£AC.~e, e~op~
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..........~ ~ ~- ~ ~:~:r    ~, ~-~-~ --’---~ --"--

J

umberfor :zorm water man,.~ement:~ro~
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~onWactor;~ ~eveloper needs:~t~elates~.~

~argeted ~usJne~ ~ctor.~udlences

b. Audio ~tefi~                                                   "

L ~ ~:~ .~.II .: .... !..1 ......

~o%bt~n:~dio+~roadc~f public ~e~’ic,~

Visu~ Matefi~

asmlabe~mg pro~3m,~ncludmg label ~zzstalla~on
[nd m~intenance~;~edulez,:io ~.ducnte-~e~public;~

~°rm’~ra~r~an~gemeni:~f°~nati°nalvide° I
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the guidance and review of a permittee public education committee
the EAC, ¯ 3.ye.a~-~b~H~ countywide storm water oducaSon
ms-ate~, which addresses education/ou4reach issues by wate~he.d as well
Is countywide. This stnte~y shall include a schedule for
implementztion. The intent of the strate~ ~all be as desc~bed in Ihe

=,.-..

At ¯ minimum, the 5-Year Storm Water ,~..t.~. ,_.: P.:=:.’T Education
Strategy’ shall include a full range of outreach tools, from sophiSt¯ted
media to simple brochures. The s~’ate~, will also identi~y each
permittee’s responsibilities for implementation and the correlation of’
each permittee’$ an~.ly~is of ~’get ¯udi~ce wi~ ~e everall ~’~I~,.

changing know]edge and behavior in each of the targeted audiences~

includeAt ¯ minimum,actions for.the S-Year Storm Wa~er F:.ducafion StrifeS" shall
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P’N L    Pollutants: The reduction of ~ targeted pollutants
of =c°ncern"-- in ¯ particular_ .... watersheds._. -&-2! 5: :A’~:-~-:-’~-,,

V

U.. Activity-specific: Activity-specific otmeach programs
Osh~ll be d~veloped and implemented ~

.......... --t ----- ¯ II ..* . "*--" "~

~Ud.e ~,~4ep-~vity.specific outreach programs that
inform residents about the problem of illicit discharges
and dumping and that promote, publicize, and facilitate
public repo~ng of these activities. The program shall
also include continuing operation, maintenance, and
promotion of the county-wide reporting hofline.

b. . .:..-..~,.::: "- =~ .....

~¢ludmg ]oCa~es,~ent~,-’~chool-a~a ~luldren;~usmess~’~.~

L For Residents

g.aucnte ~,~-em a en ts+~w~re rycJm~opuon ~n a

ros~de: +~for~a+:tion:~n:~;ollec~Jon+ c :r/ic~

~+ cour~+ _-++idents+~o+rerycle~[e,g.~j~

b. rncoum~Ie w~tersne~ ~.~]aen~s
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VIL REQUIREMENTS FOR MONITORING PROGRAM

[Momltori~ Proem ~s dJ~fl~d lost ~oek t~r ~. ~ ~uo~ p~d bs~a~ ~a ~ ~ ~                        T~

~e Ove~! go~ o~ ~e moni~g pm~ ~ ~ develop ~d ~
~te~ed monito~ng. ~e obje~v~ include m,: i. T~k ~ter q~i~

~llu~t Ioa~ ~m ~ecific i~d ~ ~d ~e~ ~; iii. Id~fi~, m~r,
~ si~ifi~t ~ter qugi~ problems ~ated m ~o~ ~ter

~ent ~ible (e.g., ~o~he~� depo~fion, ~n~inated ~mm~, o~er ~n~int
or point ~urces); v. ld~fi~ ~d eliminate illi~t ~sch~ges; ~.
effe~veness of e~ng m~agem~t pm~, ~cluding ~ienfific ~m~on of
~llut~t redu~ons a~ieved by ~ ~d non~r~ B~s;
impac~ of ~o~ ~ter ~off on ~g ~en. ~is may be
~ong point ~ ~s~ge~ SC~. S~e Sm~ Water Q~i~ T~k Foce, ~d
o~er Region~ tariffs).             ’

m a minimum, des~pfion of:

~om monito~ng progr~s ~in ~s ~g~l~s Co~. ~ese ~d o~r
da~a from Io~, region~ or na~on~ ~urces ~ould be ~li~d
ch~acte~ different ~o~ ~ter ~urces; m dete~ine poll~t
generation, ~ ~d fate; w develop a rela~on~ip be~een l~d
~e, development ~, ~o~ ~ ~d ~e event me~ ~n~n~a~on of
pollu~; w dete~ine ~a~ ~d tempor~ v~ces in ~o~
qu~iw ~d s~n~ ~d o~er bi~ in ~e ~llected dat~ ~d
~y ~ique f~mres of ~e ~te~ed m~agement
of ~s ~geles. ~e P~in~ ~e ~uraged m ~ da~ from ~mil~

2. ~o~e for ~e~on of mo~ng Io~ons, p~ete~, u~ber ~d

¯ ~e n~ber ~d lo~on of moni~dng mfio~; [ ....
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T~rBeted monitoring indicators (e. B., ecosy~m, bioloBir,,al
diversity, in ~’eam toxicity, habitat, chemical, sediment, stream
health) e..hosen for monitoring;

�. Parameters sele~ed for field r,=eening and for laborm~ry work
and their detection limi~

d. Sample �olle~on, handling, ~rage, and analyr,~s methods in
a~ordan~e with 40 CFR 136;

e. Total number of samples for ~tati~cal ~gnifican~ ~o b~
�offered from u~ m~tion, receiving water and major out/all
monitoring, frequency of, sampling during dry w~ather and r, hort
or long duration storm events, ~!pe nf samples (grab, 24-hour
composite), and the type of sampling equipment;

f. Uniform guidelines for quality control, quality assurance, data
collection and data analyses; and

Data storage and transfer format, a,~essibili~y.g.

~ 4. Methods for interpreting the results including an evaluation of the
eft’e~ve.ness of, the management pra~ices, and need for any refinement
of the management practices.

A description of the responsibilities of all the participants in this
program including cost sharing.

A description of’ computer software and modelling programs that will be
utilized to assess dam, interpret information

7. A description of how data will be utilized for feedback into the storm
water management program.

B. MOI~ITORI~G PROGRAM

I. Land Use Station Monitoring

£valua~o~ of. La~d U~e~

T~ Principal Permirtee will evaluate the loca~ion of.the land use monitoring
stations using a methodolo~i w~ich is ~esc~bed in Attachment B. The
methodology is intended w produce a mxrginx] cos~-benefil analysis for
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identi~ing the most important land uses for monitoring in tee Los Angeles
count. The Principal Permit~ee will monitor (subject to the station ~vent
limitations set forth in Section II(’B)(3) below) stations reflecting land uses that
are identified through the marginal cost-benefit analysis ss appropriate for
monitoring. The Principal Permit~ee will include for monitoring at le~t five
land uses before determining whether there is ¯ point beyond which monitoring
would not meet the marginal cost-benefit analysis. Ex.isting land use stations
which need to be relocated, based on the methodology, will be relocated. The
Principal Perminee will decommission land use monitoring stations which are,
as ¯ result of’ the cost-benefit analysis, not required to be monitored or which
reflect duplication~

Land Use Monitorin~ Methodoloav

+.m+,++,+.
described in Section I(A) above using the r, ame automatic samplers used under
the current permit.

Constituents
The Principal Perminee will analyze samples t~ken in the amomatic samplers
for the constituents that were analyzed f.or automatic samplers under the
exJs~ng permit, lJ" ¯ congruent is not found, at the method detection limit, in
more than 25% of. the samples after the first ten sampling rounds (and if it is
found in the ~rst ten rounds, thereafter on a rolling basis), it will no longer
regularly be analyzed for (unless the few observed occurrences show unusually
high concentrat+ons and are cause for concern.). Aim, once sufficient storms
have been sampled to allow the es’mblishrnent of an event mean concentration
("£MC’) at an error rate of 25% for ¯ �onstituent at ¯ given location, that
�on~tuent will no longer be analyzed for at that location. In addition, the
Principa] Permittee will conduct annual confirmation sampling for the non-
detected �on~tuents for as long as the land use monitoring station remains
open (i.e., unt~l all �on~tuent of" concern I~MCs are calculated or the s~tion is
otherwise closed). The land use station shall be operated until the permit term
is concluded or until EMCs are derived, at the 25% error rate,/’or the following
detected �onnituents of. concern: PAHs (total); chlordane; Cadmium; Copper;
Nickel; Lead; Chromium; Silver; Zinc; Tot, sl Suspended Solids; Total l~itrogen;
Total Phosphorus

At the time of. the closure of. ¯ star/on, EMCs will be calculated for
con~tuents which have been detected during the operation of’ the station,
although E~Cs for non-con~tuents of" concern need not be calculated at the
25% error rate. The lin of conmituents of’ concern may be amended by ’,he
Regional Board through add/t+on or deletion of’ con~tuents; however, if a
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constituent of concern is added following the end of the first year of
monitoring at the land use smions, the Principal Permiuee will [LANGUAG]~

Frequency of Monitorin~
The Principal Permirtee will monitor at the land use stuions at the frequency of’
a tom] of I00 s’~on events (defined as the number of stations times the
number of storm events monitored) in the first full rainy season aflea the
commencement of the permit, 200 station events in the second full rainy
and 200 station events in the third full rainy r,~son. These station
represent both minimum and maximum numbers, such that the County ~ommits
to monitoring at that r~te, but not beyond, so long as there are sui~cimst
monitorable storm events. Monitoring ~ter the first three rainy seasons will
continue (subjec~ to a maximum :200 station event cap)until :EMCs
es~blished for con~tuents of concern which have been found in the samples
or until the permit term ends. (Data from land use monitoring stations under
the Order 90-079 that continue to be used as monitoring stations under this
Order will be used for establishment of the £MCs; however, use of the dam
will not reduce the frequency of station events in the first three years of the
permit.) When £MCs are determined, monitoring at the land use stations will
be ended. Dry w~ther monitoring will not be conducted at the land us~
stations, unless such monitoring is required for ¯ special study.

2. Ma~s £mission Station Monitoring

~a60ns to be Monitored

The Principal Permirtee will monitor four mass emission stations, those presently
exi~ng on Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek, the Los Angeles River at Wardlow Road
and the San Gabriel River. These stations represent the four major ckainage points for
the watersheds which discharge into the ocean from Los Angeles County. All other
existing mass emission stations will be decommissioned.

~0nitorin~, Methodology

Sampler Type
The automatic sxrnplers currently installed at the four mass emission stations
will continue to be used.

Constituents
I.n addition to the constituents being monitored by the automatic samplers, grab
samples will be taken at the mass :,’nission stations to obtain samples for the
anxlysis of con~ruents being analyz~cl for grab samples taken under the Order
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90-079.
T7

~, Frequency of’ Monitorin~ ~/~
The Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek stations will be monitored during the

and the 1996-97 rainy season at the rate of up                 ~’~curr~rtt rainy (1995-96)~.ason
to ten events per marion per year. for a total of twenty station events per year.
This monitoring will include dry weather samples. The Los Angeles River and
San Gabriel River s~ations will be monitored during the following two full
rainy seasons (1997-98 and 199g-1999) at the rate of up to ten events per
station per year, for a total of twenty station events per year.

Carryover Monitoring
In order to use data from mass emission s~tions on Baliona Creek and lvhlibu
Creek to assist the cam!ing out of t receiving waters study in the current rainy 7
season, the Principal Perminee will focus its eft’ore on those stations and will                .~.
discontinue monitoring at other mass emission stations.

Wide Channel Study
The Principal Permittee also will assess the accuracy of slngle’sample ports in
wide channels by conducting ¯ study at one wide channel comparing the

~ automatic sampler results with samples from grab sampling. If the wide "-
channel study reveals that there are differences in constituent concentrations
depending on the location of the sampling point, it will develop adjuswaent
factors to deal with this variability.

3.    Storms to be Monitored

The Principal Permittee will set the automatic samplers to monitor storms of down to
.25 inches in size. In addition, the Principal Permit, tee will, as ¯ pilot study, set one
land use sampler to record storms of down to 0.1 inch in size. Based upon an U
assessment of: i) the operational effectiveness of the sampler; ii) the feasibility and
effec~veness of samples retrieval and transport; and iii.) the ability to reprograrn and
main~n this se~ng at other samplers, ¯ decision will be made as to whether to set
some or all of the remaining samplers to sample storms of down to 0.1 inch in

Pollutant Losers Study

The monitoring of mass emission and land use s~tions is intended to provide input
into a loads assessment model to e~mate loadings of various pollutants. The
pollutant loading information will be used by the Permirtees and the Regional Board to
b~aer develop the stormwater management pro~am under the upcoming permit and
future permits and to support a receiving waters s~dy. The model to be used for the
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loads assessment will be the I~A Simplified Method. The increased frequency of
sampling set forth in this monitoring program is intended m provide lDdCs for the
constituents found in the watershed runoff to be used in ¯ loads assessment model that
will be runat the end of the third year of the permit,s

Critical Source/BMP Monitoring

The critical sources monitoring program shall evaluate: i. pollutants of �oncma and
sources, and, ii. specific s~ct~ral storm water control measures such as, oil/wm~
separators, infiltration, detention, biofilters, and other control measures. The structural
control measures must be evaluated as to: effectiveness in reducing toxic pollutants
and pollutants of concern; ease of maintenance; current frequency of use; feasibility
and con-effectiveness; and possible methods to ensure implementation if mecessmy.

Psrticiuation

¯ The Principal Perminee shall conduct critical sources/BMP monitoring to
evaluate for industrial/commercial categories, construction activity, and other
landuse activity, for five critics] source types over six rainy seasons. After the
third rainy season, the Principal Permit~ee will evaluate progress by other
municipal entities in California in evaluating critical sources, any monitor three
additional critical sources if necessary.

b. Other Permittees, Medium (population >100,000 b~ less than 250,000) and
large (population 250,000 or more) ~all conduct monitoring for five additional
critical sources on a watershed basis over five rainy seasons that are not
evaluated by the Principal Permit~ee for: the Ballona Creek and urban areas
WMA, Los Angeles River WMA, San Gabriel River WMA, Malibu Creek and
rural areas WMA, Dominguez Channel WMA, and Santa Clara River WMA.

Sele~on of Critical Sources to be Studied

The first phase of the program will be the selection of priority critical sources
to be studied. The selection will be made using the following steps:

Step 1: The Principal Permirtee first will develop an initial list of candidate
critical sources, including indus-tri~] and commercial sources that are regulated
under the state’s General Industrial Activities Permit (’G~neral Permit’) and

sIn addition to ssmples taken under the new petit, ~.mp]es taken at the four mass emission
s~Jon~ snd l,~d use stations under the ex.is~i~g permit which ~ con~ix~ue to be monitored under
the new perr~t also w~l be us~ to develop the loads assessment model.
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Step 2: The Principal Pm’mittee next will develop ¯ list of" criteria for
prioritizing the candidate critical sources developed pursuant to Step 1,
including the following: number and/or t~t~ meg ~ociated with �,sch eritical
source; runoff pollutants associated with each source; the impset of
nonstormwater discharges associated with each source; whether or not
source is regulated under the General Permit; and, ease of implemmtation of
monitoring smd BlVIPs.

Step 3: The Principal Perminee ~ will priorifize the candidate cdfic~l
sources besed on the selection �~tm~ develop under Step 2.

Step 4: The Principal Permiuee next will conduct ¯ literm~e review and
contact other State municipal stormw~er progr~ns to identify what critical
sources have been (or are planned in the next five years) to be studied
elsewhere. Where s’rudies have been conducted oi~ ere planned to be conducted
elsewhere, such studies will be reviewed to assess whether the hydrologic
conditions in the study ares are representative of those in Los Angeles County,
the quali~y of the srucly and any conclusions from already-conducted studies.
This evaluation would be coordinated with the State Stormwster Quality T~.sk
]:orce.

Step 5: The Principal Permittee next will take the list developed up to Step
and refine and finalize it based upon the review conducted pursuant to Step

~.~ns. The ~ther Permitlees ~hall ~amine five ~lditional ~itic~l source
types. Following selection of the �~ndidate sources, and during the 1996-97
r~ny season, storm water from the first critical source type will be
characterized. The PrincipaJ Permirtee and other Permit~ees will seek six
similxr examples of each criti~ source type, so as to reduce the amount of
variability inherent in sampling only a s~ngle example. (Depending upon the
availability of fmding sufficient examples that can be sampled in ¯ single day
with a single crew, the number of ten and �ontrol sites may be less than three
apiece.) Sheetfiow from the six sites will be split into tw~ "pools" reflecting
three control and three te~t sites. Sheefflow from each pool, as collected during
¯ targeted five s~rm events, will be �omposited into a single sa~nple for
analysis. The samples will be anxlyzed for those pollutants anticipated to be
found in the criticaJ source runoff and such zns]ytes will be partitioned, as
appropriate, to ~etermine the dissolved and undissolved portions.
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Based upon the first year of chm’actuization data, appropriate BMPs will be
s~lected and installed at the test sites. Sheefflow from a target ten storms from
the control sources will again be composited and analyzed. With respect to the
tes~ sources, one or n variety of non-su-uct~ral or, possibly, structural BIVI.Ps
will be instituted at all or some of the test sites. Sheetflow from n targeted ten
storm events will be collected and analyzed. Of a structural BMP were
installed, only the inlet and outlet of the BIV[P will be sampled and sheeffiow
from that location would not be collected.) This comparison will allow ¯ direct
study of the effectiveness of the BMPs st the test sites.

A similar program will be ins~tuted with respect to the other nine candidate
critical source types, with the intent to finish all sampling by the ~nd of the
sixth rainy season after the zfl’ecsive date of this Order.

’
progress madeby

determined by the Principal Permi~ee to be significant pursuant to the proems
described in Section V(A) above. If. following that determination, the County
determines that there are additior~! si~fic~nt critical sources which r~luire
monitoring (because they have not been monitored and there ~re no
comminnents by other municipal stormwater programs to conduct ~ch
monitoring) or if" it determine~ that monitoring of" a significant critical source
did not include evaluation of" BMPs associated with such monitoring, it will
commit to monitor up to three additional critical sources commencing in the
fourth rainy season and concluding by the end of" the eighth complete rainy
season following the effective date of" the permit. If the Principal Permittee’s
review determines that a significant critical source had been monitored, but that
there was not (and is not planned to be) an evaluation of" associated BMPs, the
Principal Permittee will undertake a BMP evaluation only for that critical
source and will not conduct the first year characterization study.

6. l~eceiving Waters

The Principal Permittee will fund the largest part of" a receiving waters study that will
be a joint effort of" the University of" Southern Calif.omia, the University of California
at Santa Barbara and the Southern California Coastal Water l~.esearch Project
(’SCCW’R.P’). In addition, the s~dy will be done in cooperation with an ongoing
toxicity study by inve~gators at UCLA. Co-funding, either direct or in terms of
vessel support, also will be provided by the federal ~ovemment through the Sea Grant
program, by the City of. Los Angeles and through SCCWRP. The scope of" that study
may be affected by the availability of" non-County funding sources, ~s is discussed
below.
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The receiving wsters study includes ¯ plume study to determine the dispersion of
mormwater nmofT and associated sediment, ¯ study of" the benthic environment nezr
two principal storm drains, lvLgibu and Ballona Creeks and an assessment of the
toxicityof storm drain wsters and ~fected sediments near Malibu and Ballon¯ Creeks.
The plume study will be carried out by the USC Sea Grant program, and the benthic
and toxicity studies will be carried out by SCCWKP.

The plume study will be carried out over two storm seasons, with the third year used
for analysis of the dam obtained in the previous years. The Principal Permittee will
spend up to ¯ maximum of S145,000 to support the plume study. Additional funds
will be supplied by the federal Sea Grant program, with research vessel llme to be
provided by the City of Los Angeles. The benthic study will also be carried out over
st least two storm seasons. The Principal Permittee will spend up to ¯ maximum of
$205,000 for the benthic study, plus up to an additional $$0,000 for ¯ third year of
study, if it is the consensus of the project scientists that ¯ third year of research is
appropriate. Finally the County will commit up to ¯ maximum of Sl15,~00 for ¯
study of the toxicity of storm water and affected sediments, with an additional up to
$g0,500 for ¯ third yeu of the study if it is the consensus of the project scientists that
¯ third year of research is appropriate. F.sch element of these studies is outlined
below.

Plume Inve~ aation

The plume s’rudy will exsmine the following issues, smong others: i. Mspping the
s~a~al ~nd temporal s~ruc~re of’ the runoff plumes from B~llona snd M~libu Creeks ~s
they flow into Santa Monica Bay following strong winter s~orms; ii. Examining the
interaction between the runoff plume and ocean processes as they affect the advection,
dispersion, and mixing of’ the plume; ill. Evaluating the impact of’ storm runoff’ plumes
on beneficial uses of’ the �oast~ ocean; iv. Characterizing the opticel properties of. the
suspended particulate material (’SPM’) and dissolved organic material (’DOM’)
associated with runoff sources; v. Examining the effects of" DOM and SPM on the
water column optics and the dis’~ribution of’ nutrient �oncentrations, as the same may
affect phytoplankton produaivity; and, vi. Helping to establish appropriate locations
for benthic stody ~ations.

Benthic Inve~2ation

The benthi~ ~’~dy will me~ure the f"~ll~wing par~’nete~: i. Wate~ quality (di.~lved
©xygen, s~linity, density, temperature, ligh~ transmissivity and pH); ii. Sediment grain
~i~, sedimen~ org~ni~ con¢~nt~i~n$ ~nd sediment cont~ninant con¢~tr¯tion~; and iii.
S~ru~re of the b~nt~ic invertebrate community. The b~nthic study will employ the
same methods used in studies of dry weather impacts in river discharge areas carded
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out by SCCW’P,.P in lg~4 and 1~5 in the Southern California Bilht.

The toxicity study will involve the following proposed mmull ¢lemcots:

Wster ~olunm Toxicity: i. 30 sea urchin fertilization tests taken during two storm ~nd
one dry weather event off each of Ballona and Malibu Creeks (including referenc~
sites); ii. 3 Phese I TI~ tests on up to 3 samples showing toxicity in the sea nn:hin
fertilization tests;

Sediment Toxicity: i. Amphipod survival tests of" sediment samples f~rom 10
stations (including reference sites) will be taken 2 limes (1 storm and 1 d~
weather period) in Year 1; ii. Amphipod survival tests of’sediment samples
"from 10 stations (including reference sites) will be taken 2 times (1 storm and
1 d~ weather period) in Year 2; iii. Sea u~chin growth tests will be conducted
for chronic toxicity in sediment samples from 6 stations, plus 1 reference site,
with the locations to be determined by project scientists based on existing data
and be~ scientific judgment. Biological effects only (survival, growth,
sediment avoidance) will be measured for ~II sites in Year 2; iv. Chemical
analysis of sea urchin growth tes~ tissue samples (gonad) will be conducted for
organics and metals. Duplicate samples from 4 stations (including one
reference) will be analy~ed in Year 2; v. Phase I TIE tests using sea urchin
fertilization of interstitial water from up to 4 stations identified to be toxic in
amphipod survival tests (4 samples to~al) will be conducted in Year 2; and vi.
Additional interstitial water tegting coordinated with the UCLA.

Proiec~ Flexibiliw

The exact parameters of Year 2 (and Year 3, if necessary) te~ng will be determined
by ¯ review of the project scientists of the results of Year 1 and Year 2 testing. Thus,
certain of the steps outlined above may be modified following the reviews.

Coordination with UULA Toxicity Inve~=ation

P, esearchers from UL’~A are involved in an ongoing Santa Monica Bay P, estoration
Project ~dy of the toxicity of ~orm water runoff m Ballona and Ma]ibu Creeks. The
Principal Permirtee’s receiving waters ~’~dy will be coordinated, to the extent possible,
w~th the UCLA t~udy w maximize the utility of the information obtained by both

Los Ans~eles and San Gabriel Xiver

SO
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The Principal Penni~tee will take ¯ total of three (two storm weather ~nd one dw
westher) water samples taken st each of the Los Anf~eles and Ssn Gabriel River mass
emission stations during each of the two years that those stations will be monitored.
The samples will be ~nalyzzd using the sea urchin fertilization tes~

V¯
0
L
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~sspe~ons conducted, number of" starT, n~nnber of" audience resched
through public education, waste recycled, water conserved, huardous
waste collected, oil reeycled, and catch basin wute removed.)
Qusntitative indicators of environmental conditions sh-q ~l~o be
reported if they can be linked to the effectiveness of BMP
implementation.

4. In order to yield comparable results for year to year ev~uation on the
success, the progress, and/or the failure in BMP implementation, and
comparable results from area to area, ¯ uniform data collection
methodolog), shall be es~blished for each of" the required BIvIPs. ’rbe
uniform data collection methodolo~ shall be developed by the Principsl
Perminee in consultation with EAC. Subsequently. each report on
implementa~on shall provide comparison with the implementation status
during the previous repor~ng period and the scheduled implemmt~on
t/recline/’or the current and future reporting periods, based on data
collected using the uni/.orm collection methodology.

I]~TTEI~AL P,.EPOI~,TING AI~TD P,.ECOP, I) KEEPING

annual reports and to the needs of other management actions by the
WAC,W]VICs and/or the Permit~ees. Reported in£ormation shall be quantifiable
and specific for each program area and/or B]v[P. The dates for submitting the
internal reports shall allow su~cient time for compilation and analysis by the
W~Cs and/or the Principal Permit~e¢/EAC for the preparation of the Annual
Report due to the Regional Board.

2. All records shall be retained by each Perminee for ¯ period of. $ years unless
directed ot,~rwise by the Regional Board or the USEPA.

C. P]IOGRAM P,.I~ORTING

The Principal Perrnit~ee shall collect, compile, and analyze information from each
Permirtee within the watershed prior to prepaza~ion of’ the Annual Report. The Annual
Report shall include a summary table illu.~rating the levels of’ implementation for each
Permirtees by watershed. Tables shall be developed for each program element listing
all ~e participating Permirtees and describe the status of" implem~nta~on for each
Perminee.
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The Principal Permittee shall include in the Annual P, eport submitted to the P, zgional
Boud:

1,    Program Management
¯    Compiled budget summary of resources dedicated for storm wat~

program implementation submitted by Permittees;

b. A statement under penalty of perjury by each Permittce’s representative
legal counsel that the Permittee has obtained all necessary legal
authority to comply with this Order, and/or ¯ schedule for obttini~
adequate legal authority (1996 Annual Report only); sad

�. Progress on obtaining any residual legal authority, if full legal authority
was not certified in Provision VIIL C. l.b., above.

2.    Illicit Connections/Discharges
¯ Summary of illicit connections eliminated. The summary shall include

by category:

i. Type of illicit connection;
ii. Type of contaminants or chemical waste;
iii. watershed;
iv. Ranges of estimated length of time the practice was on-

going;
v. remedial action taken;
vi. Number eliminated and number in process of elimination;
vii. Number subject to legal enforcement
viii. Comments as appropriate.

b. Summary of illicit discharge prances reported through the standardized
public reporting system. The summary shall include by category:

i. Type of illicit discharge/disposal practice;
ii. Type of conutminent waste ~ilIed/disposed;
iii. watershed;
iv. Range of e.~mated quantity of waste;
v. Range of estimated length of time the practice was on-

going;
vi. Remedial action taken;
vii. Number eliminated;
viii. Number subject to legal enforcement actions;
ix. Comments as appropriate.

3. Indus’trial/Commercial Activity
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¯ Summary of’ progress of’ the indusu’ial/commercial activity program

b.    Database compiled in Provision III.A.3. when requested by the Regional
Boaxd. A Perminee may also be requested to provide the
industrial/commercial database information for its municipality in
ProvisionI~.A. in an appropriate format.

4.    Consms~on Activity
- ¯ Summsry of progress of the development planning/construction

program;

b.. Construction activity database developed in Provision IVB.I. in ms
appropriate format when so requested by the Regional Board.

’$.    Public Agen~ A~ivity

Sewage Systems Operation (if appropriate); (ii) Public Cons~ction; (iii)
Vehicles IvlaintenanceY Material Storage; (iv) Parks and Revreation/
Facilities Management; (v) Storm Drain Operation and Management;
(vi) Streets and Roads Mxintenance; (vii) Flood Control Maintenance;
(viii) Paxking Facilities Management; and (ix) Public Industrial
Activities (optional).

Public l:~ducation ! Public Participation
¯    Summ~r~ of the Public education / Public participation program. The

summary shall include:

i. A~vities undertaken throughout the
ii. Samples of educational materials distributed or otherwise made

public throughout the year;
iii. l~esults of the �omparison bt~wcen performance standards and

the Permi~ees’ Public Information and Participation programs;

iv. A w~rkplan for any changes ~o the $ ¥=m" sqrategy.

P, esults of ¯ public education survey undertaken within ¯ represent~ve
~rea of the County of Los Angeles during fiscal year 1997-1995 (1999
Annual l~port only).

D. PP, O~ ~’~ALUATION

The Principal Permi~ee in co~ultation with the EAC shall,
submitted to the Regional Board, evzlua:e progress in the storm wsler program,
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propose any proposed modifications to be made to the storm grater progl"um
delays, changes), and analyze any problems encountered during the implementudon
and propose solutions. The Pro~rarn Evaluation shall include proposed changes to              ..--~

¯ storm wuter progrzm components for the following year. based on the analysis.

The Program £valuation shall utilize the information provided by each Peanittee, and
~sess pro~sm efTectiveness in the ureas of.’

Prog, T~m MsnagemastI.

2. l]lidt ConnectionsrDischa~e

3. Industrial/Commerdal Activit~
by review of’:

¯ Indus~al/commercial sources listin$;
b. On-site inspe~ons;
�. Checklists of’ storm water BMPs implemented; and.
d. P, esults from the critical sources monitoring progrum in

4. Consm~ction Activi~
by review of: ~----

¯ BMPs implemented based on site inspe~on results; and
b. l~,esults from the critical source monitoring program.

~. Public Agency Activity -
by review of:

¯ Sewage Systems Operation (if zppropriate);
b. Public Constru~on;
�. Vehicles Maintenance/Material Storage;
d. Parks and P, ecreafion/Facilities Management;
e. Storm Drain Operation and Marsagement;
f. $~eets and l~oads M~ntenance;
g. Flood Control Maintenance;
h, Parking Facilities Management; and

6. Public Education I Public Participation
by review of.:

¯ Storm wat~r/non-s~orm water pollution prevention public
education progra~s within the Coun~ of Los Angeles and
recommendations on future public education efforts.

PEI~OR_MA~CE STAI~DARDS
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it.pril 15. 1997:

b. The Principal Permittee shall ~bmit ¯ ~eparate Monitoring
Annual Report due no later than August 15 of each year. The
first Monitoring Annual R--’port shall be due ~
and

�. The Principal Permittee in consultation with the EAC ~
identify in the Annual Report, Performance Standards which will
be developed for the upcoming fiscal year.

The Principal Permit~ee in consultation with the EAC may recommend
and reque~ revisions to the CSWMP and the WMAPs flu’ough
documentation in the Annual Reports.

Recommended revisions to the CSWMP and WMAPs will be
considered by the Executive Officer if it is demonstrated that: (i) the
changes will lead to improvement of the effectiveness of this program;
(ii) the changes will result in positive impacts to beneficial uses; and
(iii) the current measures have been implemented to reduce pollutants to
the "maximum extent practicable’. Any recommended revisions shall
not take effect until approved by the Executive Officer.
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To address changed conditions identified in the required technical reports or
other sources deemed significant by the Regional Board;

b. To incorporate applicable requirements or statewide water quality control plans
adopted by the State Board or ~nendments to the Buin Plan;

�. To comply with any applicable requirements, guidelines, or regulations issued
or approved under Section 402(p) of the Clean Water Act, if the requirement,
guideline, or regulation so issued or approved contains different conditions or
additional requirements not provided for in this Order. The Order as modified
or reissued under this paragraph shall also contain any other requirements of
the CWA then applicable; or

d. Any other Federal or State Laws or Regulations benzine effective which
necessitate changes.

The issuance of this permit is not intended to, and does not, absolve any Permittee of
liability for conduct which may have con~tuted ¯ violation of the previous Board
Order 90-079 (CA0061654, CI 6948) adopted by this Regional Board on Jtme I$,
1990.

4. All ~o~ or s~bmir~Is ~ede ~ the l~egional Board shall include the following
si~med ce~fication;

"I cer~y under pens]~y of law tha! this document and all anachments were
prep~’ed under my dire~on or ~pervision in a~cordance with ¯ sy~em
desired to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who

89
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manage the system, or those persons direly responsible/’or gathering the
inform~on, the informagon submined is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting felse informsgon, including the possibility of free and
imprisonment for knowing violadons.¯

¯ The certification shell only be velid if made by either. ¯ principel m~:utiv~
-officer; or ¯ ranking elected official.

b. A certification may be accepted by ~ Regionel Board if signed by ¯ duly
~rthorized representative only if:

ii. The ¯uthorization specifies either an individuel or ¯ position ’
having responsibility for the overell oper~on of the Pcrmittce’s
storm water man¯gement program, position of ~quivelent
responsibility, or an individuel or position having overell
responsibility for environmental matters for the Permittce, (A
duly authorized representagve may thus be either ¯ named
individuel or any individual occupying ¯ n~nted position.) and,

iii. The wr~nen authorization is submitted to the Executive Officer
of the Regions/Board

5. This Order expires on (five years from the date of reissuance.~ The Principel
Perminee and Perminees must submit complete Reports of waste Discharge (ROW’D)
in accordance with Title 23, Csiifornia Code of Regulations, not later than 150 days in
advance of such date as application for reissuance of waste discharge requirements.
.The ROW’D shall consist of watershed specific WMAPs.

I, Robert P. Ghirelli, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is ¯ full, U’ue, and
correct copy of an order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Los Angeles Region, on fdate of reissuance_)

ROBERT P. GHIR~ D.Env.
Execu-~.ve Officer

90 .
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ATTACHMENT A
~ NPDES STORM WATER PER~,,T

WATERSHED MANAGEMENT AREAS

Santa Mortice Bey Los Anoeles River San Gabdel River

Malibu Creek end Other Rural Alhambra Artesia
Arcadia Azuse

Agoura Hills Bell Baldwin Park -r
¯ Calabases Bell Gardens Bellflower

Los Angeles County Burbank BradbuW
Malibu Commerce Cerdtos -

Westlake Village Compton Claremont
Cudahy Covina

Ballona Creek and Other El Monte Diamond Bar
Urban Glend.le Downey

Hidden Hills Duarta
Bevedy Hills Huntington Park Glendora
Culver City Le Canada Flintridge Hawaiian Gardens
El Segundo *Long Beach Industry

Hermosa Beach Los Angeles Irwtndale
Los Angeles Los Angeles County La Habra Heights ’-’--

Los Angeles County Lynwood La Mirada
Manhattan Beach Maywood La Puente

Palos Verdes Estates Monrovia Le Veme
Rancho Palos Verdes Montebello Lekewood ~J

Redondo Beach Monterey Park *Long Beach
Rolling Hills Paramount Los Angeles County

Rolling Hills Estates Pasadena Norwalk
U"Santa Monice Rosemead Pomona

West Hollywood San Femando Pico Rivera r’~
san Gabriel San Dimes

pominquez (~hannel/ San Merino Santa Fe Springs U
I, os Anqeles Harbor Drainaoe Sierra Madre Walnut

Signal Hill West Covina
Carson South El Monte Whittier

Gardena South Gate
Hawthorne South Pasadena ~;anta ~:lara River
Inglewood Temple City
Lawndale Vernon Los Angeles County

Lomita Santa Clarita
Los Angeles

Los Angeles County ’
"Torrance

ttali~J’zed agencies are present In more than one water~hed, ¯ Indicates City with the I~’gest wMershed
population other than the County of Los Angeles and ~he City o! Los Angeles
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,t_’~r. ACHMENT B

LAND USE SITE SELECTION PROCESS OLmJN~

The data compiled dudng the ~te selec~on ~ set forth below ME enable the County to seleot the                  T~"
most effec’0ve mordtoflng ~tes. In add~on, this lnfomm~on can be used by the County to extrapolate
the mo~todng ralu~ ¯~oss the whole driftage m through use of loads messmont modeEng.

The County will lake the Southern C~lfomla AlsodMkm of Govemments {’SCAG’) cat¯gods¯ fated
below as an initial Eat of land use categories. The County wil~ use Its best effor~ to obtain ~erllyl (m"                  "~"
~milar information) for use in the ~and usa selec~on process. However, these ovedays or informat~n
must be usable County-wide in the SCAG database and the County ¯hall not be required to look for Or
use overlays or information which cannot be so used. The County also shall not be required to ~                  -
overlays. Some of these categories may not be Important (very small area represented in study area,
end/or known very low EMC or Itmoff mass). The ~ number of categories will be reduced It
step.

locations in each category would be relatively mE ¯reas, such as s square block for residential areal,
¯ ¯ingle school or church, a few blocks of strip commercial, etc. These sites would be selected, where
possible, over I w~de geographical area of the ~ m to include ¯ range of topographical                           -
characteristics such Is distance from ocean, ~.

In this step, the County should pea/ore ¯ ~te sunmy of ground conditions. For each of the elgM (8) "~
locations identified for each category, the County should co,act information, to the extent such

r~information is available, including: type of roof �onnections, type of drainage, Ige of development,
housing density, type of landscaping, �ondition of pmmmant, soils, and exisUng stoanwater control

U

These are simple field surveys that can be completed by a team of two people at the rate of about 5-6 Itl
(maximum) locations a day, depending on nov’~at~on problems, traf~c delays, and the proximity Of the U
s~tes. Several photographs should be made of ~ ~ta and erchJved with the f~eld sheets for future
reference.

I~’~

In this step, currently available eeda! photographs taken in the past five years ere used to measure the
percent impervious area associated w~h rooftops, ¯trsots, driveways, =idewalks, parldng areas, storage
areas, decks end sheds, swimming pools, ¯lleywws, end other paved areas. Photographic prints for
each of the homogeneous neighborhoods examined on the ground in step 2 ere needed. The actual
measurements require about In hour per site.

In this step, the County would compile the information collected In the previous steps end use It to
determine which land use categories should be mon~ored. This refinement step would result in I final
tst of categories to be examined, based on the actual measured values.

Some of the siles selected for field measurement may actua~ belong In another category and would be
reassipned to that catepory before the data were evaluated. In addition, development characteristics
and areas of important elements may indic.ate graate~ ver~ability w~thin an Ir~al category then between
other categories in the same land use. If there is no other reason to suspect differences that would
affect drainage qual~ or quan~W, these areas could be �ombined to reduce the total number of
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GLOSSARY OF TERI~

~ 40 CFR: TiUe 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations. which is the �odiflc~tion of the general and
permanent nJleS pubished in the Federal Register by the execute departments and ~gencles of the
federal OovemrnsnL

Annual Report: A report, submltled to the Raglans! Board st the end of each permit year, that
Includes a summary of the progress end status of stormwster management program implementation, a
summary on status of �ompi;ance w~th all per~t prov~ons, end report on program effec~voness,
summary of recommendations for revisions to the NPDES stormwater perrr~t. [Consistency issue: this
de!in,on Is consistent with the language in the draft pem~lt Below Is ¯ definition based on 40 CFR
§122.42(�). It is recommended that the permit based
modified to mad ike 40 CFR §122.42(c).]

IAnnua! Report: A aport, subm~ted yeady to the Regions! Board by the anniversary of the date of the
issuance of th. NPDES storm water perrY, that includes: (1) the status of lmplemenUng the
components of the storm water rnanagemant program that are established as permit conditions; (2)
proposed changes to the storm water management programs that ere as!abashed as pemlil conditions;
(3) revisions, if necessary, to the assessment of controls and the fiscal analysis reported in the permit
application; (4) a summary of data. including monitoring data, that is ecoumu~ated throughout the
repo~ng year; (5) annual expenditures and budget for year follow~ng each annual report; (6) a summary
describing the number and nature of enforcement actions, Inspections, and public education programs;
end (7) idenUflcet~on of water quarry improvements or dogradat~on.][Cons4stency issue: m discussion
above.]

Authortzed Discharge: Any d~scharge that is authorized pursuant to en NPDES permit or meets the
exern~ons set forth under ~1.C.1. and U.C.2. of this NPDES storm water pern~

Basin Plan: The Water Qua~y Control Plan, Los Angeles Region(l), Santa Clara River end Los
Angeles RNer Basins, adopted by the Regiona~ Board on June 13,

Benefic|a~ Uses: Existing or potentJa~ uses of receiving waters in the pom’~ area as dos~Qnsted by the
Regional Board in the Basin Plan. £xernp/es of’beastly’el uses may Jr~ude mur~ipa! and domestic
supp/),; e~cuitural supply; industrial process #upply;,
freshwafer replenishment; nav~gafion; hydropower generation; water contact recreation; non-conlact
water recreation; cornmerc~al end sport fishing," aquaculture; warm freshwater habitat; �old freshwater
I~abitat," inland saline water habitat; estuer~ne habitat; wetland habitat; markfe habitat; wildlife hab~at;
preservation of biological habitats; rare, threatened, or endangered apecies; migration of
organisms; spawning, reproduction, ancYor early development; and abe#fish harvesting.

BATIBCT Crfteda: Treatment-based standards for redudng the discharge of pollutants, as defined in
40 CFR subchapter N. for specific categories of industrial fac~es subject to storm water effluent
|rn~tat~ons guide~nes, new source performance standards, or toxic puilutant effluent ~landards. Efl~uent
imitations have been defined in 40 CFR for the reduction of toxic pollutants using Best Available
Technology Econo~calty Achievable (BAT). and for the redu~on of convenUonal poUutants Using Best
Conventional Pollutant Control Technology

Best Management Practice (BMP): Acthn~es. practices, fad~es, end procedures that when
implemented I~’event or reduce the pollution of waters of the state. Examples ofBMP~ ir~lude
~Teatment facilities, o~erating procedures, end practices to �ontrol
waste ~sposal, or drainage from raw m~teha/ ~tomgeo

Bioaccumulata: The build up of a substance in the tissues of an organism to a higher concentration
than in the au~ounding environment, generally as a result of the organism’s ingesLion end intemll
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Countywide Storm Water M¯nagement Plan: A comprehensive i~n for Implement~on of the permit
requirements described in Sec~ons C.! through C. VIII of the NPDE$ storm water permit that are
appiiceble to all Perrrdttees end e! Water;heal Management Areas. The Count~ Storm Weter
Management Plan will be developed ¯s ¯sing[e document by the Principal Permlttee, with essist~’~ce
from the EAC and participation from g~e Permlttees, ¯�’cor~ng to the schedule prescribed in b~e permlL
This shell be used as ¯ tool to devek)p a water~hed specific Monn water management plan.

Development: The lad¯cement or ¯reckon of any IoEd material or structure on land, In or under water’J
grading, removing, dredging, nl~ or extra.on of any materials; change in the dens/ty or intensity of
use of land including, but not |mired to, subdivisions pursuant tot he Subdivision Map Act Government
Code §66410 et seq.), tony other dN~sion of land, including lot ap~ts; construction, reconstruction,
clemol~tJon or after¯rio¯ of the size of any structure. Development does not incdude any of the described
¯ ~vities not regulated by the local municipel~. [Consistency issue: Is the last sentence necessary
since th~ is implied in ¯U sedions of the permit?]

orDiScharge:so~d subst;nce.A°Y release, Ip~l, bak, pump, flow, escape, dumping, or disposal of

Effectiveness: A measure or Indicator of how wel a program, plan, or best management practice
achieves its intended purpose. Measures or irK~cators of effectiveness include, but are not lirnited to,deta#ed accounting of program e~x:ornp~ishrnents, funds expended, staff houri ut~zed, and results of
quantitative monitoring.

Erosion: The weadng mvay of land surface pdmadly by w~nd or water. Erosion occur= nMura#y
resu# of w~ather or runoff but can be tntens~ed by clearing, gracing, or exc~vat~=n of ~he land euHace.

Executive Advisory Committee (EAC): A commit1¯¯ composed of representatives of the Cour~y of
Los Angeles (chair), the Ci~ of Los Angeles, and the si~ Watershed Managernenl Areas. DUt~I
include assishng in development of the Countywide Storm Water Mana.oement Plan; reviewing
Watershed Management P;ans ~nd l~Ovi~ng ~rection end guidance to the Water=had Management
Comm~ees," preparing end forwar~ng unh;ed subrnitlals to the Regiona/ Board; me~atmg
among perrn~ees; �oor~nating the ~mplementation of pilot programs, and eva/uafing BMP
appropriateness and assessing effectNenex=.
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E~;ecutive Officer:. The Executive Of~:er of Ihe Clifomil Rlgionll Water Qullty Contn)l Bolltl,

Goocl Housekeeping Practice: A om~mon prance related to ~e storage, use, or cleanup of
materials, performed in e manner Ihst minimizes lhe discharge of poli~Aants. Ex~’nples Include
purchesino only the quantity o~mMerlats to be used at ¯ 0hen l~,ne, u+e of l~’e~ and bss hann~

H~Jrdous 14stedel: Any n~terlel defined es l~zerdous by P.,hsl~er 6.95 ofl~e C+Ifornle 14eellh and
Safety Cede. ThJs/ndudes any m~+et~/0~t, because of +s qua,’~, �onc:antr~n0 or/~y~k:e/or
�:hemlc+l character+stir, poses ¯ ~r~Y’~::nnt present or potential h~zord to l.~nan hl~ ~I ~ety or

l.l~z~rdous Substance: Any ~xtm~e determined to be s h~.~rclous substance pursuant Io
3’11~)(’2) of the F~eral Water Pollu~on Control Act (23 U.S.C. Sac. 125~ et aeq.), l.l~irclous
¯ u~tmnce �Ioes not include any of the lollowino: (I) nontoxic, nonl~mn’m~le, noncon’ordve stormw~,er
runoff �Iralned tram unde+round wults, �~smbers, or manholes Into gutters or storm ~ewers; (2) any
pesticide w~ch is applied for ~rlcultura! purposes or is applied in eccorclsnce vdth e �ooperstive
a~reement authorized by Section 242B of ~e Health end Safety Code, and is not discl~rged
accidentally or for purposes o! d~l, the application of which is In �omp~ance with all
applicable state end federal l~ws and re0uleUons; (3) any discharge to eurface wster of ¯ qunndty lees
t~an a re~rtable �luentity ~s determined by reouleUons issued pursuant to Gection $~(b)(4) of
Fec~eral Water Pol£u~ion Control ~

Examples of haz~:lous substances Indude any substance or i:hemk:a/product for whk:h ~ or mor~

¯ A materiel #efe~ data ~eef ~RSDS) il required
¯ The substance is ~sted as ra~o~::fJve by the Nuclear Regulatory Commls~Jon
¯ The substance is I~sted as hazardou~ by the U.$. Department of TransportMion
¯ The materiel is listed k~ Labor Code §6382(b).

Illicit Connection: Any man-made conveyance that is connected to the storm drain system without e
permit. Examples k~�tude d~w~is, pipefines, conduits, ~dets, or oullets Mat are ~onnected ~rectly to
the storm drain system.

Illicit Discharge: Any ~rrscherge to the storm drain eystem that is prohibited under IocM, state or
federal statutes, ordinances, codes or mgulatJons. This includes ell non.storm wafer discharges except
d~scharpes pursuant to ~n NPDES perm# ~nd ~scherpes that ere exempted or l:on~ionatl¥ exempted
k~ accordance with Sections II.C.f w~l ll.C.2 of the NPDE$ storm water permlt.

impact: Any actual or poter~dsl impelEng or compel, ng negative effect caused either directly or
indirectly by the discharge of pollutants to Ihe municipal storm drain system.

Impervious Surface: Man-lnecle or moo’tried surface ~at prevents or significantly reduces the antTy of
water into the undertyin~ soil. resultinO in runoff from the surface in greater quantities and/or at an
lncrease~ rate when �om~ared to natural cond~Jons prior to clevelopment. Examples of places thM
commonly exhibit impervious surfaces k’~l~e parl, dng lots, d, fveweys, roadways, storage or~es, and
rooftops. The Irnperriousness or these atlas commonly resutts from pav~r~, compacted grlvei,
�ompacted ear~h, and oi}ed

Industriat/Commerciel Facility:. Any faa’~y Involved end/or used In the production, manufacture,
stor~e, ~rensportat~on, distribu~on, exchange or sale of goods end/or commo~li’des, end any
Invoh~ed end/or used in providing profess~ona~ and non-professional services. Th~s category of
includes, bul is not Imi~ed to, any fac~ defined by the Standard Industrial Classifications (SIC;).
Fec~j ownership (federal, state, municipal, private) end profil motive of the facii~ ere not f~ctors in
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Integrated Pest Management (IPM): A p~osophy of pest marmgement that (:mw4de
ecosystem when determining the pest axe’at ~-ategles. This philosophy ernphlrJzes me of ¯
hierarchy of �ontrols, with a preference for mec:Mnical controls (e.g., mowing)
(e.g., benaScial insects, pheromones) before chend~l controb (e.g., pesUddes).

Legal Authority: The |blrdy of ¯ Pennittee to impose end enforce statutes, Ordtnanoes, and
repulatJons to require control of pogutant sources and regulate the �lischarge of pollutants to the Mann
drain system, and to enter into intemgency agreements, contracts, end mernoilndums of
understanding. These powers are l:rmnted to lhe Perm~ees by
California and ~ General Lows of Ihe S~Me (for General Low CEies/Coun~ies) or In~
cons~utions (for Charier Cilies/CountJea). Thes~ powers are promulgated by Ihe ~ fhro~h

Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP): & pe~onnance-besed mndard for the
through the development and tmplementsSon of m program of Best Management Priclksm lllal~r Ihe
County-Wide Storm Water Manapement Plans and Watershed Management Pisns. 11de moons
.electjn~ .fl practiceble BMP. taking Into acoount lectors Including: poflut.nt mmov~ll Ofled~m~ta~s,
regulato~ comp5ance, pub5c acceptance, ImpiementablF~/, cost and technical
Identified through this process do not have to be implemented if it IS found
BMPs w~ll achieve greater or substantially the same pollutJon �ontrol benefits; (2) the BMP ~ not be
technicatty feasible; or (3) the �ost of implementaSon would grest~y outweigh
benefits. The ent~(s) responsible f~ developing end implementing each plan shah lunm Ihe I:xJlden Of
showing that it has met the "maximum extent pmct~able" standard in prOl:X:~,~g ~r ¢tjecting BMPI for
imp4ementaSon.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Storm Water Permit (NPI~S
permit): A permit issued pursuard to the Clean Water Act that requires the discharge of polulanls to
Waters of the United States from storm water be �ontrolled. NPDES permits �~n be t~aued for
point ~scharges such as wastewater treatment plants, or for municipal ~torm cJ’atn aysttlma whk:h
effectively �onsist of muttiple point di~lmrge= of water originating as norhpo//ff

Non-ston~ water Discharge: Any iSscMrge to I munidpal storm drain system that Is
enbrely of storm water.

Nuisance: Anything which mm II! Of the following requirements: (1) is k~judous to he~h, m’ is
L’~lecent or offensive to the senses, or In obsthJCtJOn to the free use of properly, so as to intMfer~ wtth
the comfortable enjoyment of ire or property; (2) Iffects it the same l~me In entire community m’
neighborhood, or any �onsiderable number of persons, although
the extent of the annoyance or damage in~ct~d upon individuals may be unequal; (3) m:oJm dudng, or
ms ¯ result of, the treatment or ¢lJsposat of wastes.

Permlttee(s): Any agency named in the NPDES storm water permit as being msponsibis for Fermlt
conditions within Its jurisdiction. Permlttees to fhe NPDES atorm wafer permit k~lude the Co~dy of Lo~
Angeles and the cities of Agora Hills, Alhambra, Arc~cEa, Artesie, Azusa, Be/d, vin Park. BeE, BeB/~:m, er,
Bell Gardens, Beverly Hills, Bradbury, Burba~x. Calabases, Carson, Cerritos, Claramont, Commerce,
ComMon, CorOna, Cudahy, Culver C#y. Diamond Bar, Downey, Duarte, El Monte, El Segundo,
Gardena, Glenclale, Glendora, Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, I.ridden Hills, Huntington
Park, Industry, Inglewood, Invindale, Lo Canada Fl~ntridge, Lo Habra Heights, Lakewoo~
Puente, L~ Veme, Lov/ndale, Lomita, Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lynwood, Mal~bu, Ma/V~ttan Beech,
Maywood, Monrovia, Montebello, Monterey Park, Norwalk, Palo~ Verdes Estates, P~amont, Pasadena,
Pica RNera, Pomona. Rancho PaJos Verdes, Rationale Beach, Rol/~ng Hills, Rolfing Hi#$ EMatea,
Rosemead. San Dimes, San Femando, San Gabriel, San Marine, Santa Clarita, Ssrde Fe Sprk~gs,
Santa Monica, Sierra M~dre, Si.o~al H~, South El Monte, South Gate, South Pasadena. Temp/e City,
Torrance, Vernon, Walnut, West Covina. West Hollywood, Westlake Wage, and Wr, Eber.
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¯ Eievstod iweis of the po~utent ¯ra foun~-~ sediments ol’¯ receiving water ¯rid/or have the po~nffal
to bluaccumulate in oroenJsnu ttmmln, ~

eThe detectable Input¯ of the polutant am 8t ¯ Jlwol high enough to be �onskJerod
hurr~n~ end/or flora end fauns.

Po=u(ar~s or concern may be cJffemnf for eoct~ receh45g writer.

Pollufents of ~cem for the Swff¯ Monlce B~y W~e~t~ed Manegemer~ Are¯ k~ude, DDT, PCB~,
PAHs, Chlordane, TBT, cad,nium, clvomiurn, copper, b~ r~kel, ¯~ver, zinc, p4thogens, T~$
(aedrnenO, nutrients, trash and debr~, chlork~, oxygen cl~k’~g eul~x:ea, end ~ and gre~e.

Pollution Pmv~nlJoe:

Pdn©Ipel Perm~ea: The ~gency named In I~ ~ ~orm water perT~ to serve ~s pefmlt
coordinator, responsible for pen¯tel ad~nistr~on M the pm~’~, end �oordinating coopors~Ion b~ i~hor
Perm~ees, including bu~ not |rr~ed to the Implament~o~ M local self-monltodng prngmr~ end BMPs,
end preparation end subrr~tal of reports required by lhe pem~L The Pr~Ip41

Public Agency Vehicle Malntanenca/Matarlal Storage Fecillb~. Any Parma¯¯.owned end/or
operated tedbty thst is: used for vehicle or equi~’nent m~ntenance, repair, washing, or fueing; 8nd/or is
required to prepare ¯ hazardous mat¯dab; Ix~ness p~n.

Regional Board: The state agency wfth wima~y responsibi~ty for the �oordin~on end control of water
quality. This means the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region for the
¯ ree covered by the NPDE$ =term water permit. TI~ Los Angeles region, which �omprises MI besir~
¢Patning ~nto the Pacific Ocean between the aoufheesterfy boundary, located in the westerly part of
Venture County, of the water~hed of Rb~’on Creek and ¯ line which coincides with the Ioutheeeterly
boundary of Los Angeles County from the ocean to San Antonio Peak end follows thence the chide
between San Gabriel River and Lytle Creek cJ~nage to the ~ between Sheep Creek and San
G~b~el River cYalnege.

Receiving Waters: All surface water bodies within the permit ¯raa that ¯re Identified in the Basin Plan.

Secondary Containment: Structures, usually dikes or betas, surrounding tanks or other Morsge
�ontainers to catch $1~lled or leaked materials.

Sediment: Organic or Inorganic material that is carded by or suspended in water end that settles out
to form depos~ in the storm drain system or rece~ng waters.

8ource MinimLr.ation: Opera, ansi pmct~es that roduca the amount of materials stored 8t e site.

Standard Industrial Classification (SIC): The statistical ctas~ficetion standard, organized by Industry,
underlying ell estab~shment-based federal economic statistics. The SIC of
determined using the latest Standard Indus~al CLassification Manual as prepared by the Executive
Office of the President, Office of Management m~d Budget.

Storm Drain System: Streets. gutters, condu~, natural or ertJfidal drains, channeb 8nd watercourses,
or other faculties that ere owned, operated, maintained or controlled by any Perrr~ee end used for the
purpose of cot’.e~ng, sto~ing, transpo~ng, o~ disposing of storm w~ter.

Storm water:. Water wt~ch originates from stmospherlc moistura (ralnfal or snowmal) iJ~d that fall-
onto land. water, or other surfaces.

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP): A I~an required by and for which contents ere
specified in the General Pem’~t for Storm Water D~scharges Ar~soc~ated w~th Industrial ActNltJes, end the
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General Permit for 8to~’-, Water Discharges Associated with Const,-~!~ion Acthdtles. The j:xJrpo~ of~e
plan is to help Identify ~ sources of pollution Ihet affect the qual’~ t# storm water ~$chargel fn~n ¯

T7"
8tonn Water Runoff: That part of precipitation (r~nfell or ¯neW, hOlt) wtdch t~evels via ttow ¯cross ¯ -                --
surface to the storm drain system or receiving waters. Examples of this phenomenon In~ude: the wMer
~r ~ows from ¯ buik~ng’e mar when It rains (runoff from on knpervious surface); Ihe wafer fhst flows
Ir~o :Ire¯ms when snow on the ground begins f¯ melt (runoff from ¯ semi.pervious surface); and Ihe
water ~et flows fn~n ¯ vegetated surface when rainfall L~ k~ excess of ~he rate st which It can kd~ate
Into ~ underlying ¯all [runoff from ¯ pon~ous outface). When ~ ob~er factor= we equal, nmofr

Otorm Water Runoff Mitigation Plan: A ;dan, to be submi~ted pdor to the ¯ubn’~! of on 8ppIcs6on                _
for the first planning or building approval for ¯ new development project, that sets forth storm water
po~ution controls to be Incorporated into development projects. The plan nv,st

abe deslgl’~d to reduce the Nnoff vo~me f~m the site end the pollutant load contributed by the cite
~’u’ough incorpora.on of d~ig. elements .rid pmc~ces that address .ch of the follovdno I~1=:

7
-e1~xlmize, to the extent pmc~csbla, the percentage of parmeabSe surfaces in order to oBow more
percaleS¯n,

¯ ~nlnlm~ze, to the extent practicable, the amount of runoff dlracted to imparmeable areas to the storm
drain systern,

-qnaxlmLze, to the extent prac~cable, storm water |ltrst~on and M~rage for rouse through the use of
sediment traps, cisterns or other means,

qldnlmize, to the extent pra~cable, paddng lot pollu~on through the use of poro~s nlstedals to allow
percolation of storm water, through the Installation of ¯pproprtete t~eatment conLrols, or through other U

Toxic Pollutant: A pollutant present in isveJs above certain �oncentrations, known as the toxicity
threshold, such that it is poisonous to human, rdant, animal, or aquatic |re.

Waste Minimization: Operational practices that reduce the amount of waste materials generated.
Practices my Ind~xle recyc~ng and reuse.

U
Watershed Management &rsa (WMA): Any one of the six general watersheds covered by this NPDES
storm water permit consisting of the Mal~bu Creak, Santa Clara, Dominguez Channel, San Gabriel
R~er, L~ Angeles l~ver, ¯rid Ballone Creek watersheds.

Watershed Management Commlttee (WMC): A commie¯ composed of representatives from each
Perrn~tlee in a Watershed Management Area. Duties include estabt]shing goals end objecOves for the
Watershed; priorit~ng pollution control efforts; developing a specific Watershed Management
ccordinatJng end faci~tatJng annual reports for the watershed; and facilitating compliance by Parm~ees
in the watershed.

Watershed Management Plan (WMP): A plan for tmplemantaUon of portal1 requirements that is based
on the Countyw~le Storm water Management Plan bul furLher addresses specific issues, pollutants of
concern, and BMPs that are unique to the Watershed Management Area. r"---
The foltow~ng tern’as are defined in the NPDES storm water perrr~. The question is: "8hould they also
be defined in the glossary?"
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STATE Of CA[IFORNIA..-.~I, dV1RONME ....

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION~ .~ol CENT~ PL~Z~
MONTEREY PARK, CA 917~4-21~6
(213) 266-7500
FAX: (213) 266-7600

October 25, 1995

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT (NPDES
No. CA 61654, CI 6948) - SCHEDULE CHANGE

Dear Public Works Officials and Interested Parties:

This ~etter is to update you on the permit renewal schedule changes resulting from
the request of the Permittees’ Executive Advisory Committee (EAC) as conveyed
by the County in their letter of October 17, 1995.

Many of you have submitted comments to the County and the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) on the September 15 version of the Municipal
Storm Water Discharge Permit. Our initial review of your letters demonstrated to
me the seriousness with which you approached the task and the many thoughtful
comments you have developed. Although, as l indicated in my October 12 letter,
we view the September 15 version of the permit as a rough draft, a "work in
progress", we are de!aying our permit renewal schedule in order to provide
adequate time to respond thoroughly to the many comments received.

While we would have preferred to keep to the schedule leading to adoption of the
permit at the January Board meeting, the EAC’s request to review all compiled
comments at their early November meeting means that the RWQCB will not receive
the list of comments until November 9, 1995. By that point it will be impossible to
complete all of the necessary steps leading to adoption at the RWQCB’s January
meeting. Because we do want to give careful consideration to your comments,
and we believe supporting the activities of the EAC is critical to the long term
success of storm water management in Los Angeles County, we have revised the
target Regional Board adoption date.

The revised schedule is as follows:

November 9 County submits EAC listing of permittee and other interested
party comments to the RWQCB.

Nov. 9 - 30 Board staff develops specific responses to comments and
revises draft permit where appropriate. Board staff also
completes in- house management/legal review and meets with
regulatory agency partners.
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Dec. 4 o 8 Board staff meets with the EAC and/or the Negotiating Team
and other interested parties.

Dec. ! 1 -15 Board staff makes final changes based on meetings.

December 18 Draft permit mailed to all permittees for comments.

Week of Jan. 8 Comments due the week of January 8 at the "all cities
meeting" to be scheduled by the County/EAC.

January 26 The tentative draft order mailed out for final comments and
adoption at the Regional Board meeting to be scheduled for late
February or early March. (Because of the added review period
throughout the previous months, the tentative order review
period will be reduced to 30 - 45 days.)

Regarding the issue of the Guidance Manual, we have had a number of cities call
regarding contributions to its development. The primary question received is about
the appropriate amount to contribute. Although there is no set amount expected or
required, according to the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation records, cities
who have chosen to contribute fall into the following categories: cities with
populations under 75,000 are generally contributing $1000 and those over that
size are contributing $5000. The city and county of Los Angeles are each
contributing $20,000. If extra funds are contributed, money will be returned
proportionately to that given.

The revised schedule for completion of the Guidance Manual is still under
consideration. Our objective continues to be to distribute portions of the Manual as
soon as possible, and the complete document for a sixty-day review period before
it is finalized. The Manual is not a regulatory document and will not be adopted by
the Board. It will be provided to the Board, however, for their information.

Thank you, again, for your suggestions for improving the municipal storm water
permit Please contact me at (213) 266-7515 or Carlos Urrunaga of my staff at
(213) 266-7598 should you have any questions.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

|213) 266-?$G0
FAX: (213) 266.71d~0

October 25, 1995

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT (NPDES
No. CA 61654, CI 6948) - SCHEDULE CHANGE

Dear Public Works Officials and Interested Parties:

This letter is to update you on the permit renewal schedule changes resulting from
the request of the Permittees’ Executive Advisory Committee (EAC) as conveyed
by the County in their letter of October 17, 1995.

Many of you have submitted comments to the County and the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) on the September 15 version of the Municipal
Storm Water Discharge Permit. Our initial review of your letters demonstrated to
me the seriousness with which you approached the task and the many thoughtful
comments you have developed. Although, as t indicated in my October 12 letter,
we view the September 15 version of the permit as a rough draft, a "work in
progress", we are delaying our permit renewal schedule in order to provide
adequate time to respond thoroughly to the many comments received.

While we would have preferred to keep to the schedule leading to adoption of the
permit at the January Board meeting, the EAC’s request to review all compiled
comments at their early November meeting means that the RWQCB will not receive
the list of comments until November 9, 1995. By that point it will be impossible to
complete all of the necessary steps leading to adoption at the RWQCB’s January
meeting. Because we do want to give careful consideration to your comments,
and we believe supporting the activities of the EAC is critical to the long term
success of storm water management in Los Angeles County, we have revised the
target Regional Board adoption date.

The revised schedule is as follows:

November 9 County submits EAC listing of permittee and other interested
party comments to the RWQCB.

Nov. 9 - 30 Board staff develops specific responses to comments and
revises draft permit where appropriate. Board staff also
completes in- house management/legal review and meets with
regulatory agency partners.
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Dec. 4 - 8 Board staff meets with the EAC and/or the Negotiating Team
and other interested parties.

Dec. 11 -15 Board staff makes final changes based on meetings.

December 18 Draft permit mailed to all permit"tees for comments.

Week of Jan. 8 Comments due the week of January 8 at the "all cities
meeting" to be scheduled by the County/EAC.

January 26 The tentative draft order mailed out for final comments and
adoption at the Regional Board meeting to be scheduled for late
February or early March. (Because of the added review period
throughout the previous months, the tentative order review
period will be reduced to 30 - 45 days.)

Regarding the issue of the Guidance Manual, we have had a number of cities call
regarding contributions to its development. The primary question received is about
the appropriate amount to contribute. Although there is no set amount expected or
required, according to the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Foundation records, cities
who have chosen to contribute fall into the following categories: cities with
populations under 75,000 are generally contributing $1000 and those over that
size are contributing $5000. The city and county of Los Angeles are each
contributing $20,000. If extra funds are contributed, money will be returned
proportionately to that given.

The revised schedule for completion of the Guidance Manual is still under
consideration. Our objective continues to be to distribute portions of the Manual as
soon as possible, and the complete document for a sixty-day review period before
it is finalized. The Manual is not a regulatory document and will not be adopted by
the Board. It will be provided to the Board, however, for their information.

Thank you, again, for your suggestions for improving the municipal storm water
permit. Please contact me at (213) 266-7515 or Carlos Urrunaga of my staff at
(213) 266-7598 should you have any questions.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs
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ED OTSUKA PAM KEYES ED SCHRODER T"~.
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS CITY OF CULVER CITY CITY OF EL SEGUNDO V~298 W THIRD ST 4095 OVERLAND AVE 350 MAIN ST
JEVERLY HILLS CA 90210-3712 CULVER CITY CA 90232-3731 EL SEGUNDO CA 90245-3895

~

AMY AMIRANI MICHAEL KANTOR NElL MILLER
CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY OF MANHA’r’TAN BEACH T
1315 VALLEY DR 600 S SPRING ST4TH FL 3621 BELL AVE
HERMOSA BEACH CA 90254-3884 LOS ANGELES CA 90014-1952 MANHATTAN BEACH CA 90266-3459

STEVEN SON VERONICA DOLLESCHEL MAUREEN J LULL
CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES           CITY OF REDONDO BEACHCITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES 30o~o HAWTHORNE BL

371 VAN HESS WAY STE 200 RANCHO PALOS VERDES CA ~r’/4-5391 415 DIAMOND ST
TORRANCE CA 90501 REDONDO BEACH CA 90277-2894 ./. U
LOLA UNGAR SAM W~SE BILL BOUL --
CITY OF ROLLING HILLS crr~ OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES CITY OF SANTA MONICA4G45 PALOS VERDES DR NORTH2 PORTUGUESE BEND RD ROLLING HILLS ESTATES CA 90274..2596 1685 MAIN ST
ROLLING HILLS CA 90274-5199 SANTA MONICA CA 90401-3295 ....

SHARON PERLSTEIN GEORGE GHEBRANIOUS MR MARK GOLDCITY OF WEST HOLLYVVOOD CALTRANS DISTRICT 7 HEAL THE BAY8611 SANTA MONICA BL 120 S SPRING ST 1640 FIFTH ST STE 204
WEST HOLLYWOOD CA 90069.4182 LOS ANGELES CA 90012-3606 SANTA MONICA CA 90401-3325

MS LISA CROSSLEY ,~IR CARLOS URRUNAGA DR GUANG-YU WANGHEAL THE BAY CRWQCB LOS ANGELES REGION SMBRP1640 FIFTH ST STE 204 101 CENTRE PLAZA DR 101 CENTRE PLAZA DRSANTA MONICA CA 90401-3325 MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2156 MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2156

GARY HILDEBRAND
URBAN.LBS ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS DIVISION
NOVEMBER 28, 1994 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PUBUC WORKS
P O BOX 1460
~HA~BRA CA 91802-1460
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GEORGE GHEBRANIOUS JOHN J WISZ SHERWOOD NATSUHARA T~
~ALTRANS/DISTRICT 7 CITY OF CARSON CITY OF GARDENA V
i20 S SPRING ST 701 E CARSON ST 1717 W 162ND ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90012-3684 CARSON CA 90745-2224 GARDENA CA 90247-3778

~

CHARLES D HERBERTSON RICHARD KENNON MIKE SHAHBAKHTI" LCITY OF HAWTHORNE CITY OF INGLEWOOD CITY OF LAWNDALE
4455 W 126TH ST ONE MANCHESTER BL 14717 BURIN AVE
HAWTHORNE CA 902504482 INGLEWOOD CA 90301-1750 LAWNDALE CA 90260-1497

DAN RADULESCU LABELS.DOM ----
CRWQCB 10-12-95
101 CENTRE PLAZA DR
MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2156 ......

n
U
n
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MARIA LLOYD NASSER ABBASZADEH SID JALAL MOUSAV1

V
CITY OF ARTESIA CITY OF AZUSA CITY OF BALDWIN PARK3747 CLARKDALE AVE 213 E FOOTHILL BL 14403 E PACIFIC AVE.,~RTESIA CA 90701-5899 AZUSA CA 91702-2514 BALDWIN PARK CA 91706-4297

O
MIKE EGAN DAN W HElL GEORGE GHEBRANIOUSCITY OF BELLFLOWER CITY BRADBURY CALTRANS/DISTRICT 7

L
16600 CIVIC CENTER DR 600 WINSTON AVE 120 S SPRING STBE LLFLOWER CA 90706-5494 BRADBURY CA 91010-1199 LOS ANGELES CA 90012-3684

ROBERT M BRACE STEVE ESBENSHADE BRAD MILLERCITY OF DOWNEY CITY OF DUARTE CITY OF GLENDORA11111 BROOKSHIRE AVE 1600 HUNTINGTON DR 116 E FOOTHILL BLDOWNEY CA 90241-0607 DUARTE CA 91010-2592 GLENDORA CA 91740-3380

PAUL HOGAN BRIAN RIDENOUR CARLOS ALVARADOCITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS CITY OF INDUSTRY CITY OF IRWINDALE21815 PIONEER BL 15651 E STAFFORD ST 5050 N IRWINDALE AVE~AWhJIAN GARDENS CA 90716-1299 INDUSTRY CA 91744-3995 IRWINDALE CA 91706-2192

DAVID GILBERTSON GREG AMATCHIA DANIEL KEESEYCITY OF LA HABRA HEIGHTS CITY OF LA PUENTE CITY OF LA VERNE1245 N HACIENDA BL 15900 E MAIN ST 3660 "D" STLA HABRA HEIGHTS CA 90631-2570 LA PUENTE CA 91744-4788 LA VERNE CA 91750-3599

CARL G BROOKS HAL ARBOGAST DEBORAH FANCETTCITY OF LAKEWOOD CITY OF CERRITOS CITY OF LA MIRADA5050 N CLARK AVE PO BOX 3130 15515 PHOEBE AVELAKEWOOD CA 90712-2697 CERRITOS CA 90703-3130 LA MIRADA CA 90638

BARBARA MUI~OZ JERRY STOCK GLENN K LEWISCITY OF LONG BEACH CITY OF NORWALK CITY OF POMONA333 W OCEAN BL 9TH FL 12700 NORWALK BL 505 S GAREY AVELONG BEACH CA 90802-4664 NORWALK CA 90650-3182 POMONA CA 91766-3320

ENRIQUE ACEVEDO ROSEMARIE PETERSON JOHN R PRICECITY OF PICO RIVERA C;TY OF SAN DIMAS CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGSP O BOX 1016 245 E BONITA AVE 11710 TELEGRAPH RDPICO RIVERA CA 90660-1016 SAN DIMAS CA 91773.-3002 SANTA FE SPRINGS CA 90670-3679

¯
~CK ISTIK LOUIS M WINTERS LEON YEHUDACITY OF WALNUT CITY OF WEST COVINA CITY OF WHITTIER21201 LA PUENTE RD 1444 W GARVEY AVE RM 215 13230 E PENN STWALNUT CA 91789-2018 WEST COVlNA CA 91790-2144 WHITTIER CA 90602-1772
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JIM BIERY JAMES R VAN W1NKLE JOHN HYATT
.’’TY OF SOUTH GATE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA CITY OF TEMPLE CITY I/

30 CALIFORNIA AVE 1414 MISSION ST 9701 E LAS TUNAS DR
SOUTH GATE CA 90280-3075 SOUTH PASADENA CA 91030-3298 TEMPLE CITY CA 91780-2249

SAMUEL "KEVIN" WILSON DAN RADULESCU LARIVER.LBS -r
CITY OF VERNON CRWQCB JANUARY 4, 1995 L4305 S SANTA FE AVE 101 CENTRE PLAZA DR
VERNON CA 90058-1786 MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2156

KEN PUTNAM ERNEST CUSFAN
CITY OF MONROVIA 961 VERDUGO CIR DR
415 S IVYAVE GLENDALE CA 91206
MONROVIA CA 91016-2888

:,
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MANNY J MAGNA MOHAMMAD MOSTAHKAMI MAS NAGAMI ~’7"
~IT’Y OF ALHAMBRA CITY OF ARCADIA CITY OF BELL V
,1 S FIRST ST 240 W HUNTINGTON DR C/O TIERRA ENGINEERING CO

~.HAMBRA CA 91801-3796 ARCADIA CA 91007-3,499 18455 BURBANK BL STE 5W ~
TARZANA CA 91356

~qLLIAM C PAGETT ORA LAMPMAN GEORGE GHEBRANIOUS
CI1"Y OF BELL GARDENS CITY OF BURBANK CALTRANS DISTRICT 7 ~
7100 S GARFIELD AVE 275 E OLIVE AVE 120 S SPRING ST
BELL GARDENS CA 90201-3293 BURBANK CA 91502-1267 LOS ANGELES CA 90012-3864 --

SAMUEL S JOHNSON DANTE SEGUNDO MAS NAGAMI
C~rY OF COMMERCE CITY OF COMPTON CITY OF CUDAHY
2,535 COMMERCE WAY 205 S WILLOWBROOK AVE C/O TIERRAS ENGINEERING CO
COI~ERCE CA 90040-1487 COMPTON CA 90220--3190 18455 BURBANK BL STE 5W

TARZANA CA 91356-2819

KEV TCHARKHOUTIAN LUCIEM J LEBLANC CATHERINE ROSEN
CITY OF EL MONTE CITY OF GLENDALE CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS
11333 VALLEY BL 633 E BROADWAY RM 205 371 VAN NESS WAY STE 200
EL MONTE CA 91731-3293 GLENDALE CA 91206-4388 TORRANCE CA 90501-6227

PATRICK FU FULLMER CHAPMAN BARBARA MUI~OZ
CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK

c=’rY1327 FOOTHILLOF LA CANADABL FLINTRIDGECITY OF LONG BEACH
6550 MILES AVE RM 135 IA CANADA FLINTRIDGE CA gi011-2137 333 W OCEAN BL 9TH FL

,. "JNTINGTON PARK CA 90255-4338 LONG BEACH CA 90802-4664’
MICHAEL KANTOR EMILIO M MURGA MAS NAGAMI
CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY OF LYNWOOD CITY OF MAYWOOD
600 S SPRING ST STE 400 11330 BULLIS RD C/O TIERRA ENGINEERING CO
LOS ANGELES CA 90014-1952 LYNWOOD CA 90262-3693 18455 BURBANK BL STE 5W

TARZANA CA 91356-2819

ROBERT BAMMES ALEX H AHMED RONALD J MERRY
CITY OF MONROVIA CITY OF MONTEBELLO CITY OF MONTEREY PARK
415 S I~( AVE 1600 W BEVERLY BL 320 W NEWMARK AVE
MONF~OVIA CA 91016-2888 MONTEBELLO CA 90640-3970 MONTEREY PARK CA 9!754-2896

WILLIAM J PAGETT BILL SATO ANJALI CHANDER
CITY OF PARAMOUNT CITY OF PASADENA c~TY OF ROSEMEAD
16400 COLORADO AVE 100 N GARFIELD AVE RM 212 W~LDAN ASSOCIATES

12900 CROSSROADS PKVVY SOUTH STE 200PARAMOUNT CA 90723-5050 PASADENA CA 91101-7215 iNDUSTRY CA 91746-3499

JERRY WEDDING DOUG BENASH RANDY SHULMANCITY OF SAN FERNANDO CITY OF SAN GABRIEL CITY OF SAN MARINO117 MACNEIL ST 32 W MISSION DR 2200 HUNTINGTON DR
SAN FERNANDO CA 91340-2993 SAN GABRIEL CA 91776-1202 SAN MARINO CA 91108-2691

~OHN D/kV1DSON CHARLIE HONEYCUT STEVE A HENLEYCITY OF SIERRA MADRE CITY OF SIGNAL HILL CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE2~2 W SIERRA MADRE BL 2175 CHERRY AVE 1415 N SANTA ANITA AVESIERRA MADRE CA 91024-2312 SIGNAL HiLL CA 90806-3799 SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3389
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Calilbrnia Coastal Commission Slephanie Pineele Kim Christiansen
q heresa t lenry 126 N. Palm Drive Relhink, inc.

f,,- ~15 W. Broadway - Suitc #380 Beverly Ilills, CA 90210 4223 Glencoe Ave. Suite #103
t.ong Beach, CA 90802 (310) 276-4604 Marina Dcl Roy. CA 90292

Ron Wilkniss
Western States Petroleum Assoc.
505 N. Brand Blvd, Suite #1400
Glendale, CA 91203
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Mark GoldCoati Feuer Judith Dolan Execulive Director
Natural Resources Defense Council Clean Water Task Force Heal the Bayt., %310 San Vicentc Blvd, Sic 250 3028 Windsor Avenue 2701 Ocean Park Blvd, Suite 150
Los Angeles, CA 90048 Los Angeles, CA 90039 Santa Monica, CA 90405
Moe Slavnezer Peter Grenell
l.eague for Coastal Protection State Coastal Conservancy Sierra Club Angeles Chapter
824 Amoroso Place 1330 Broadway, Suite I! 3938 I\2 East Blvd.
Venice, CA 90291 Oakland, CA 94612 Los Angeles, CA 90066

Lisa Weil Eugene Bromley California Department of Fish and
Water Quality Director Water Management Div.,(W-5-1) Game
American Oceans Campaign USEPA Region 9 Bill Paznokas
1427 Seventh Street, Suite 3 75 Hawthorne Street 330 Golden Shore, Suite 50
Santa Monica, CA 90401 San Francisco, CA 94105 Long Beach, CA 90802
California Trout Friends of the Los Angeles River
Jim Edmondson Jim Danza Jim Danza
870 Market Street, Suite 859 P.O. Box 292134 1235 Appleton St. #4
San Francisco, CA 94102 Los Angeles, CA 90029 Long Beach, CA 90802           [~----

San Gabriel Basin Watermaster Santa Clarita Organization for
Friends of the Santa Clara River John Maulding Planning the Environment
Ron Bottorff 425 East Huntington Dr., Suite 200 Lynne Plambeck
660 Randy Drive Monrovia, CA 91016 P.O. Box 1182Newbury Park, CA 91320 Canyon Country, CA 91386
Santa Clarita Valley Canyons Sant~ Monica Baykeel~r
Preservation Committee, Inc. Terry Tamminen Henry SchultzMarsha McLean 13900 Tahiti Way, Slip A-231 20910 Calwood St.
P.O. Box 220748 P.O. Box 10096 Santa Clarita, CA 91350Santa Clarita, CA 91322-0748 Marina del Rey, CA 90295
United Water Conservation District Upper Los Angeles River Area Newhall County Water DistrictSteve Bachman Watermaster James Jinks725 E. Main, P.O. Box 432 Mel Blevins 23780 North Pine StreetSanta Paula, CA 93061 P.O. Box 111, Room 1455 P.O. Box 779

Los Angeles, CA 90051-0100 Newhall, CA 91322-0779
qThe Surfrider Foundation Water Replenishment District of John R. HanlonGordon Labedz, MD Southern CA Fish and Wildlife Biologist339 Regatta ~,ay John Norman US Fish & Wildlife Service

5

Seal Beach, CA 90740 12621 E. 166th St, 2730 Loker Avenue West
Cerritos, CA 90701 Carlsbad. CA 92008Libby Lucas Terry Stute Donald KirklandEnvironmental Health Coalition 2629 Charlinda Jensen Precast1717 Kettner Boulevard West Covina, CA 91791 9401 Etiv,anda #109Suite 100 818 966 1883 Etiwanda CA 91739San Diego. CA 92101 ’

Oalifornia Coastal Commission California Coastal Commission California Coastal Commission.dark Dclaplain Cy Oggins Bill Allyaud45 Fremont Strcet-2Oth Floor 45 Fremont Street-2Oth Floor 921 l lth Street Room 1200San l-ranci.,,co, CA 94105 San Francisco, CA 94105 Sacramento_, CA 95814
415 904-5249
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GEORGE GHEBRANIOUS NANCY DELANGE WEN YANG "r-~
CALTRANS/DISTRICT 7 CITY OF SANTA CLARITA CRWQCB V(. ’20 S SPRING ST 23920 VALENCIA BL STE 300 101 CENTRE PLAZA DR
.OS ANGELES CA 90012-3684 SANTA CLARITA CA 91355-2175 MONTEREY PARK CA 91754-2156

~

SCRIVER.COP
JANUARY 4, 1~J5                                                                                               T

U
n
U
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VINCE MASTROSIMONE DALE E LIPP RICK MORGANCITY OF AGOURA HILLS CITY OF CALABASAS CITY OF MALIBU~0101 AGOURA CRT STE 102 26135 MUREAU RD 23555 CIVIC CENTER WAY;GOURA HILLS CA 91301-2003 CALABASAS CA 91302 MALIBU CA 90265-4804
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O COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
V

~’~
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMON’r AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-13)1

HARRY W. STON~ I~s’~tm’
Tdeld~mc: (| II) 4S8-~100

ADDRESS A~L COIUtESPONDENC’E "r~
P.O.BOX 1460

L
October 17, 1995

Ms. Catherine Tyrrell            ~
California Regional Water

Quality Control Board
101 Centre Plaza Drive ~~
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 ~°" --

~.~
Dear Ms. Tyrrell:

The Executive Advisory Committee (EAC) has reviewed all~f ~he
chapters and sections we have been given to date, including those
in the September 15th partial draft. Furthermore, the negotiating
team of the EAC has met and conferred with you on many separate
issues over many months and we have reached agreement on many of
the issues. From this point forward, the EAC believes it would be
most productive to receive a complete draft permit that encomoass
all the needed elements of an official NPDES Permit. We ask ~hat
such a completed draft include:

i. All of the agreed-uponpoints negotiated to date, without
additional modifications by the Regional Board staff.

2     Changes made in response to the co~u~ents from the cities.
or the EAC based on the September 15 draft.

We recognize that it may not be possible to incorporate all of the
cities’ or EAC’s comments into the draft but we ask that, if you
choose not to include a proposal, that you respond to each
suggestion and explain your decision to not include it.    This
process will help satisfy the concerns of agencies which believe
their comments have not been given due consideration to date. It
also allows your agency to demonstrate that it has reviewed and
considered the concerns of the commenting agencies.     It is
essential that the completed draft or its accompanying memorandum
make it clear to recipients that the EAC has neither reviewed nor
approved the completed document. Upon receipt of the completed
draft, we will be pleased to continue the meet and confer process.

Several cities have expressed concern that many of the requirements
of the draft Permit are beyond the tasks mandated by the Federal
Clean Water Act. Such concern can be avoided, if the draft Permit
cites the section of the Federal Clean Water Act which specifically
mandates the requirements.
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Ms. Catherine Tyrrell VOctober 17, 1995
Page 2

O
Finally, the schedule you presented at the October 12th EAC meeting              L
projected the following tlme lines:

October 23 Revised draft mailed
November 6 Meeting of all Permittees to discuss draft
November 22 Permit revised based on comments and mailed as

a tentative order
January 5 Revised Permit available for publlc review
January 22 Permit presented to the Board

10We concur that an additional meeting to allow all Permlttees to
discuss the draft Permit prior to the 60 days public review period
is very important.     However, the schedule is clearly not
achievable, given that a complete draft has not yet been prepared.
We recommend that you revise the schedule based on your estimation
as to when your staff can generate a complete draft Permit. Also,
we recommend that commenting agencies be given a minimum four-week
review period from the time a completed draft is distributed to
them. Subsequently, Regional Board staff will need time to make
further revisions based on comments received. Additional time may
be needed for negotiation between the EAC and the Regional Board
staff.

We appreciate your efforts in preparing a complete draft Permit and
look foz-ward to its receipt. If you wish to discuss the points
raised in this letter, please contact me at (818) 458-4014.

Very truly yours,

Chairman, Executive Advisory Committee

FK:do\Q:\LETTERS\TYRR~.FK

.I
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CALIFORNIALOS ANGELES REGIONAL REGION WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

101 CENTRE PLAZA DRIVE
"ONTEREY PARK, CA
"13) 266-7500

FAX: |2131 266-7100

October 12, 1995

LOS ANGELES COUNTY MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
(NPDES No. CA0061654, Cl 6948)

Dear Public Works Official:

At a recent meeting of the group negotiating the storm water permit, your city
representatives noted that a number of cities were experiencing difficulty with the
review process for permit development. These city representatives felt they could not
meet with the Regional Board staff to further develop the permit until the Executive
Advisory Committee (EAC) had met to give them their "marching orders".

I am writing for several purposes. First, I want you to know that the Regional Water
Quality Control Board fully supports your process to assure an accurate representative
voice for cities in the negotiating of the permit. With such a large number of cities
affected by the permit, a representative process is the only practical approach. We
look forward to your city representatives involvement again, once the EAC has met.

Second, I want to apologize for suggesting in any way in my correspondence
accompanying the distribution of the last version of the permit, that it represented
either the final position of the Regional Water Quality Control Board or of the other
representatives negotiating the permit. The draft simply represented a "work in
progress" and was distributed to allow you maximum opportunity to affect the
ultimate form and content of the permit.

Lastly, lamwritingtoyoutoclarifythepermitreviewprocess. Oneoftheissues
raised was the lack of time to comment on draft permit language. In response to this
concern, we have: a) delayed bringing the tentative order (the official final draft of the
permit) to the Board until the January 22, 1996 meeting and, b) we have added
another opportunity to review our " work in progress". As you recall, we had
originally planned to bring the permit to the Regional Water Quality Control Board on
December 5, 1995. By deferring until the January meeting, we can provide an
additional opportunity for cities to review and comment on another "work in progress"
before the permit is circulated for official public review on November 22, 1995 with
comments due on January 5, 1996. The review schedule is as follows:
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Oct 11 Receive comments (on dreft mailed on September 15) end revise permit
based on comments. (Comments received efter this date will st~ll be
considered, but may not be addressed in the October 23d draft.)

Oct 23 Mail out next revised Draft Permit.

Nov 6 Meet with all Permittees (9:30 am) to discuss October 25d dmf~ mtd
identify issuss remaining.

Nov 22 Revise permit based on comments and mail out tentative order (’l’hll Is the
official draft of th. permit with. two month comrn.nt .rid revision
period.)

Jan 5 Public review deed~ne for comments

Jan 22 Incorporate comments and present at the Board meeting.

Also, because of the interest of EAC members in assuring that the permit is as
understandable as possible, a guidance manual is being prepared by Camp, Dresser
& McKee, Inc. through the contributions of various cities and the County of Los
Angeles. To aid in your review of the final tentative order, portions of the Guidance
Manual will be sent to you with the draft tentative on November 22. The full draft of
the guidance manual will be sent out in early January for a 60-day review.

To provide additional opportunities to answer your questions, both Don Wolfe from
LACDPW, and I will attend the Watershed Management Committees as often as
possible while the permit is under development. Those meetings which we cannot
attend will be attended by another Negotiating Team member so that you will always
have the most current information on the status of permit negotiations.

Although the process of developing a municipal storm water permit that works for the
municipalities of Los Angeles County is complex and challenging, I am convinced that
we will succeed. I look to each of you to bring your best solutions forward to build a
workable permit for Los Angeles County. If you should have any additional
suggestions to facilitate permit development or review, please call me at (213) 266-
7515 or Carlos Urrunaga of my staff at (213) 266-7598.

CATHERINE TYRRELL
Assistant Executive Officer
Surface Water Programs
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~ 900 SOUTH FR£MONT AVENUE

O
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91103-1331

}IARR%’ W. STON~ Dt~¢’~r ADDRE,SS ALL CORJ~F~POI~DENCE TO
P.O.BOX 146~ -

September 20, 1.995

REFER TO FIL~

Ms. Catherine Tyrrell WM-3
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board

10
Los Angeles Region
i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Ms. Tyrrell:

PROPOSED MONITORING PROGRAM POR DRAFT NPDES

Enclosed for your review is the proposed monitoring program
developed by the County for inclusion in the new stormwater permit.

We will be contacting you shortly to arrange a meeting to discuss
this proposal.

If you have any questions, please contact Gary Hildebrand at
(818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

~ Very truly yours, U
HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

DONALD L. WOLF~
Deputy Directot

GH : pl \ LETTERS \ DFTNPDS

Enc                                                                                       5
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PROPOSED MONITORING PROGRAM
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DRAFT NPDES PERMIT FOR STOKM~ATER MANAGEMENT/URBAN RUNOFF

I. Introduction

The foLlowing program is proposed by the County of Los Angeles in fulfillment of
the monitoring program objectives contained in the forthcoming NPDES municipal stonnwater
permit. This program has been developed to meet the objectives for a monitoring program now
being discussed by the permittees and the RWQCB.

The program proposed by the County differs substantially from the program
approved by the Board under the old permit. Those differences reflect the experiences of County
and RWQCB staff over the past five years in developing and implementing the monitoring
program under the old permit (which, as the RWQCB knows, was the first such permit in the
United States) as well as new understandings as to how monitoring programs should be designed
and implemented.

The proposed program also has been developed in light of the Counts staff and
fiscal resources so as to maximize the utilization of those resources in meeting the objectives of
the monitoring program. The County, like every other municipal permittee, must balance the
need to obt~n information through the monitoring program with the requirement to support other
elements of the permit, including development of a comprehensive stormwater management plan.
The County must focu~ its limited resources to developing information that will support the
stormwater management program, as is set forth as the overall goal of the monitoring program in
the draft Monitoring Program Outline circulated by the RWQCB.

The program outlined below consists of four elements: (1) a program for the
monitonng of land use and mass emission sites; (2) a program for the inspection of the County-
owned storm drain system to address the problem of illicit discharges and illegal connections; (3)
a program for the intensive review of prioritized specific sources of suspected pollutants and of
best management practices intended to control those poLlutants; and, (4) a receiving waters study
that will represent the first attempt ever to systematically evaluate the impact of stormwater and
urban runoff on the beneficial uses of Santa Monica Bay.

II. Mass Emission and Land Use Monitoring

A.    Mass Emission Monitoring - The monitoring of mass emission stations is intended
to provide input into a loads assessment model to estimate loadings of various pollutants. The
pollutant loading information will be used by the perrmttees and the RWQCB to better develop
the stormwater management program under the upcoming permit and future permits and to
suppor~ a receiving waters study. The County is proposing to conduct monitoring at four mass
emission stations. These stations are those currently located at Malibu and Ballona Creeks, the
Los Angeles l~iver and the San Gabriel River. These four stations sample runoff from the vast
majority of the watersheds impacted by the murucipal permit. The County would initially sample
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each station at a targeted frequency often s~orms a year, plus three 24-hour composite samples
taken during dry weather periods.

Th~s increased frequency of sampling is intended to provide event mean
concentrations ("EMCs") for the constituents found in the watershed runoffto be used in a loads
assessment model that would be run at the end of the third year of the permit,j This will allow for
sufficient time to sample the appropriate number of s~orms needed to generate acceptable EMCs
for use in the model. Constituents to be morutornd m the mass emission runoffwouid L,~lude the
full suite of analytes currently being mormored for under the old permit, using both automatic and
grab sampling. If constituents were not found a~ or above their respective practical quantification
limits in more than 25% of the samples, further analysis of such constituents would not be
necessary. Following the third year of samplm~ the frequency of sampling at the mass emission
stations would be reduced to three storms per year per station.

B.    Land Use Station Monitoring - The monitoring of land use stations under the new
permit also is intended to provide information which can be used in the loads assessment model,
as well as to characterize the runoff from the most important land uses in the watersheds covered
by the permit. In order to achieve those objectives, the County proposes the following:

1. Reevaluation of Land Use Station Locations: The County will reevaluate
the location of the land use stations under the old permit. This reevaluation will involve reviewing
the Southern California Association of Governments ("SCAG") database of major land use
categories, reviewing the percentage of the watershed occupied by those categories and then
aggregating the categories based on previous monitoring data and other factors.

If this review determines that there are some additional land use categories which
should be monitored, certain of the existing stations will be relocated. The review may also restdt
in the closure of other stations which reflect mixed land uses or are otherwise duplicative (as the
RWQCB is aware, most of the existing land use monitoring station catchments contain more than
90% of the land use category ofimerest). For the two or three most important land use
categories (those that reflect that greatest percentage of area in the watersheds), the County will
sample at two stations reflecting that category.

2. Sampling: As with the mass emission stations, the frequency of wet
weather sampling at each land use station would be increased to a target of ten storms per year in
order to use the data gathered for the loads assessment model.2 In addition, in the first year of
monitoring under the new permit, to the extent that there was a consistent and samp]eable dry
weather flow at a land use monitoring station, three 24-hour composite samples would be taken
of dry weather flow. If experience indicates that dry weather flow quality is relatively consistent

J In addition to samples taken under the new permit, samples taken at the four mass emission
stations under the existing permit also would be used to develop the loads assessment model.

2 Data collected at land use stations under the old permit also would be used for the model,
where appropriate.

--2m
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at land use stations, the County proposes to sample dry weather flow at a lower frequency in the
second and third year of the pemdt.

The constituents to be sampled at the ia~l use stations would be the full suite of
analytes being collected under the current permit by automatic samplers. Routine grab sampling
is not proposed for these stations both because gr~b s~nple data are not appropriate.for inclusion
in the loads assessment model and because grab sample constituents (e.g., bacteria, oil ~1
tend to be general indicators ordy. As with the mass emission sampling, if constituents were not
found at or above their respective practical quantification limits in more than 25% oftbe ~amples,
further analysis of such constituents would not be necessary. Following completion of the third
year of saznplmg, the frequency of sampling at the land use stations would be reduced to two

A ma~or goal of the municipal stormw~Ier progn~ is to identi~y ~nd eli~i~e
illegal conne~ions and illicit di~harges. The County alr~dy !~ commenced a progr~n to
survey its entire storm drain system to a~mplish this goal. The County proposes to ~t this
inspection pro~am be incorporated under the new permit because it believes strongly tl~t this
method is the best way to elimi~te illegal connections and illicit discharges. The alternative of
field screening, which has been suggested by some, is not appropriate given the size of the
Counts storm drain system and the intermittent nature of such discharges. The vast majority of
illegal discharges are expected to be intermittent, small-volume discharges which are highly
unlikely to be discovered through field screening. Such discharges are best found through
physical inspections, looking for evidence of flow, staining, discoloration, etc. Monitoring may be
conducted as pan of the inspection program.

IV. Specific Source/BMP Study

A recent trend in municipal stormwater programs has been a refocusing of
attention and resources away from extensive routine watershed and land use monitoring and
toward the study of specific sources of stormwater pollutants. These sources typically consist of
a single business or industrial use such as a service station, parking lot, plating shop, etc.

Specific sources are being studied by academic researchers and through municipal
stormwater programs throughout the State and the country. Thus, it is important that resources
not be wasted in duplicating these studies. We note that the State Storm Water Quality Task
Force, of which the County is a member, is in the process of attempting to coordinate the
evaluation of specific sources throughout California.

Another area being addressed more frequently is the evaluation of BMPs through
water quality testing While only one method to evaluate the effectiveness of BMPs, and one
which may not be appropriate for a number of Bl~fPs, such testing may provide very valuable
information for the overall stormwater management program when applied in conjunction with the

-3-
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evaluation of a specific source. We also note that BMPs have been, and are bein~ evaluated
throughout the State and the countn! and it is important not to duplicate these efforts.

The County is proposing the following specific source/BMP evaluation program:

I.    Selection of Specific Sources to be Studied: The first phase of the program would
be the se!ection of priority specific sources to be studied. The selection would be based, among
other items, on the importance of the source in Los Angeles County (including factors zuch as
prevalence in the County, assumed stormwater impact, etc.), the degree to which the zource had
been studied in other areas and the ability to obtain cooperation from the owners/operators of the
source examples.

2. Design of Study: The County plans to examine three specific source types over
the five-year span of the permit. This number is the largest which can be appropriately
characterized by the County end as to which specific BIv[Ps can also be applied. The County
believes strongly that a focused, scientifically based study of critical specific sources is far better
than a scatter-shot assessment of sources which may or may not be critical to the quality of
sto~water from the Los Angeles County watersheds.

Following selection oftbe candidate sources, and during the first year of the
permit, runoff" from the first specific source type would be characterized. The County would seek
to find six similar examples of each specific source tTpe, so as to reduce the amount of variability
inherent in sampling only a single example. Sheet~ow from the six sites would be split into two
"pools" reflecting three control and three tes~ sites. Sheetflow from each pool, as collected during
a tarseted ten norm events, would be composited into a single sample for analysis. The samples
would be analyzed for those pollutants anticipated to be found in the specific source runoffand
such analyzes would be partitioned, as appropriate, to determine the dissolved and undissolved

Based upon the first year of characterization data, appropriate BMPs would be
selected and installed at the test sites. Sheetflow f~om the control sources would again be
composited and analyzed. With respect to the test sources, one (or as is more likely, a variety) of
non-stru~ral BMPs would be instituted at all or some of the test sites. Sheetflow from the test
sites would be collected and analyzed. This comparison would allow a direct study of the
effectiveness of the B]V[Ps at the test sites. Dunng the third year, the same or additional BMPs
(and, possibly, structural BMPs) would be instituted and the runoff’analyzed. The County
believes that a three-year study is the appropriate period of analysis.

A similar pro~am would be instituted w~th respect to the other two candidate
specific source .Wpes, with the iment to finish all samplin~ by the end of the fifth year ofthe
permit The County also is willing ~o cornet to select an alzemztive specific source if, after the
first ye~s characterization, it was concluded that the originally selected source type was not
appropriate for ~unher analysis.

V.    P.eceiving Waters Study
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Under the new permit, the County would undertake a study of the critical receiving
waters into which the County watersheds drain. The County has questioned why the funding for
such a study should be solely its responsibility, given the number of point source dischargers,
wastewater treatment plants and other sources impacting the receiving wate,s.3

We are pleased to note that the proposed Monitoring Program Outline, in setting
forth the major objectives of a monitoring program, noted that the assessment ofreceivm" g waters
"may be a coordinated effort among point source dischargers, SCCWR.P, etc..." The County is
proposing to undertake just such a coordinated effort, one involving the most expc~enaed and
able investigators in this area, and focusing on Santa Monica Bay, the most critical receiving
water in the County and one which is used by the greatest number of County residents for
recreation. We note further that the County may be prepared to commence this study (provided
the promised federal and non-federal funds or support is forthcoming) during this storm season.

The proposed receiving waters study would be a joint effort of the University of
Southern California, the University of California at Santa Barbara and the Southern California
Coastal Water Research Project (’SCCWRP"). In addition, the study would he done in
cooperation with an ongoing toxicity study by investigators at UCLA. Funding for the study
would be provided, in largest pan, by the County. Co-funding, either direct or in terms of vessel
support, also would be provided by the federal government through the Sea Grant program, by
the City of Los Angeles and through SCCWRP. It must be noted that while the County is
committed to funding a receiving waters study, the scope of that study may be affected by the
availability of non-County funding sources.

A.    Outline of Study - The receiving waters study involves a plume study to
determine the dispersion of stormwater runoff and associated sediment and a study of the benthic
environment near two principal storm drams, Malibu and Ballona Creek. The plume study would
be carried out by the USC Sea Grant program, under the leadership of Drs. Burton Jones and
Libe Washburn. The benthic study would be camed out by SCCWRP, under the leadership of
Dr. Jeffrey Cross, SCCWRP’s Dir,,ector. Both elements of the study will be carded out over two
s~orm seasons, with the third yea? used for analysis of the data obtained in the previous years.
Because the County hopes to begin the study during the 1995-96 storm season, information from
the receiving waters study should be available by approximately the mid-point of the permit.

among others: I.    Plume Study: The plume study would examine the following issues,

spatial and temporal structure of the runoffplumes from Ballona andMappingthe
Malibu Creeks as they flow into Santa Monica Bay following strong winter storms.

3 We note that the County has partially funded a study now being conducted by the Southern

California Coastal Water Research Project of the impacts of dry weather flows in fiver discharge
areas in the Southern California Bight,
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¯    Examinin~ the interaction between the runoff plume and ocean processes as th~
aff~-’t the advection, dispersion, and mixing of the plume.

¯ Evaluating the impact of storm runoff plumes on beneficial uses of the coastal

¯    Characterizing the optical properties of the suspended particulate material
("SPM") and dissolved organic material ("DOM") associated with runoffsource~.

¯ Examining the effects of DOM and SPM on the water column optics and the
distribution of nutrient concentrations, as the same may affect phytoplankton productivity.

2. Benthic Study: The benthic study would measure the following

¯ Water quality (dissolved oxygen, salinity, density, temperature, light transmissivity
and Ph).

¯ Sediment grain size, sediment organic concentrations and sediment contaminant
concentrations.

¯ The structure of the benthic invertebrate community.

The benthic study would employ the same methods used in studies of dry weather
impacts in river discharge areas carried out by SCCWRP in 1994 and 1995 in the entire Southern
California Bight. Four stations would be occupied near each creek mouth.

3.    Coordination with UCLA Toxicity Study: At the present time, resem’cbers
f~om UCLA are involved in an ongoing Santa Momca Bay Restoration Project study oftbe
toxicity of stormwater runoff in Ballona and Malibu Creeks. The County receiving waters study
will be coordinated with the UCLA study to maximize the utility of the information obtained by
both studies.

To provide further information on the planned receiving waters study, ~ prolx~al
drawn up for the County by the USC Sea Grant program is attached for your review.

MON1TOI~I~O

-6-
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L mvers~tv I’ark ¯ Los An~ei~ CA o~8o-0373" 1213) 740-1001 ¯ Fax ~13) 7~-5q3~

RECEIVED g ,
SEP $ Z ~995

~~~ Septem~ 7,

10
Mr. Ga~ Hildebrand
Los ~geles County ~p~m~t of~bli¢ WoNs
900 S. Fr~ont
~h~br~ CA 91803

~ The USe Sea Grit Pr~g~ is pl~s~ ~o sub~t ~he a~tached Preli~n~ Propo~ in
response ~o your Au~st 3 l, 1 ~5 r~u~.

U
This propo~ represents a collaborative effort ~ong researchers ~om the U~versi~

of Southe~ Califo~a (USC), the University of Califo~ia at Santa Ba~a (UCSB) ~d
the Southe~ Califo~ia Coastal Water Re~ch Project (SCC~). Addition~ly, we U
intend to cooperate ~lh ongoing studies by investigators at 1he Umversi~ of C~ifo~a at
Los ~geles (UCLA)

As described in the proposal, t~s thr~ ye~ effort c~ co~ence in the f~l of 1995 if
su~cient ~nding for the first year can be identifi~ by the County. ~e to e~sting
project commitments, the USC Sea Grit Pro~am c~no~ pro~de the majority of its
~mding for the Jone~ashbu~ project until the 2nd ~d 3rd ye~s. However, I would
li~e to reiterate that this project remains our highest rese~ch pdo~ for these y~s of
~nding This rating is due to the si~ificance of the issue of sto~water discharges in iSouthe~ C~ifo~ia, the quality of the proposed research and the credenti~s of the
research ~eam Du~ng our last propo~l review cycle, the Jone~ashbu~ proje~
received the hit~hest peer renew rating of any p~oject we considered, and was one ofve~
fe~ projects that received a "~gh P~onty" rating from the State of Califo~ia’s
Resources Agency’ Sea Grant Adviso~ Panel (~SG~).
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The proposed effort spans two years of sampling and a final year of analysis and report
preparation. As submitted, this proposal includes alternatives for sampling after either six
or eight storms over the initial two years of the project. The attached budget presents the
funds required fi’om the County and Sea Grant under each of these alternatives.

I would also like to point out that we recently received a verbal commitment from the
City of Los Angeles to provide shiptime for the Ballona Creek and possibly the M~h’bu
Creek sampling locations. If the City cannot provide shiptime for the Malibu Cr~k
location a small amount of additional funds will need to be provided by both the County
and Sea Grant for an alternate vessel. It is also anticipated that the City will be able to
provide some measurements of microbial indicator abundance at the selected beach and
ship sampling sites.

If the County would like additional information or details about this Preliminar7
Proposal, please contact D. Patrick Hanney, the Associate Director of the USC Sea Grant
Program and the coordinator of this project. After your review and comment, a Final
Proposal signed by an official of USC can be submitted to the County within a few days.

Sincerely,

Douglas J. Sherman
Director

R0032497



PRELIMINARY

BOARD OF TRUSTEES
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

September 1995

TO: Gary Hildebrand
Los Angeles County Department ofPublic Work~
900 S. Freemont
Alhambra, CA 91803

TITLE OF PROGRAM: Study of the Impacts of Stormwater Discharges
on the Beneficial Uses of Santa Monica Bay

AMOUNT KEQUESTED:

STARTING DATE: October 1, 1995

DURATION: 36 month,

PKINCIPAL INVESTIGATORS:
Burton H. Jones
Research Associate Professor
Dept. of Biological Sciences & Ocean Physics
Group
Dept. of Earth Sciences
University of Southern California

Libe Washburn
Associate Professor
Dept. of Geography
University of California, Santa Barbara

Jeffrey N. Cross
Executive Director
Southern California Coastal Water Research Project
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STUDY OF THE IMPACTS OF STORMWATER DISCHARGES
ON THE BENEFICIAL USES OF SANTA MONICA BAY

INTRODUCTION

Statement of the Problem

Stormwater runoff reaches Santa Monica Bay during a relatively few major storm events each ..~ U

rainy season, carrying not only large volumes of freshwater but an accumulation of debris and
anthropogenic contaminants which may or may not affect the ecosystem in harmful ways. The
episodic increase in volume of water, and the associated burden of sediments, may affect the
receiving waters and the benthos in a number of ways physically, even if no contaminants are
present, but the impacts of associated contaminants are unknown. Stormwater plumes have

~ °

identifiable water quality characteristics based on salinity, temperature, particulate burderns,
optical characteristics, etc. which differentiate them from receiving waters and which facilitate ~-~mapping their extent and dispersion pattern. No studies have been made of the spatial extent of
the plume dunng storms of various intensities, nor have benthic biota and sediment chemistry
been examined in the context of storm events. This information is needed to determine whether
the stormwater runoffand its concomitant burden impact the beneficial uses of the ocean,
including Santa Monica Bay (California Ocean Plan, 1990, 1995). U
The County of Los Angeles (County) is a co-permittee with the municipalities of the County
holding an NPDES stormwater permit for discharge into the Bay. The first permit was issued in
1990 and a five year renewal is currently being negotiated with the RWQCB. Recently, the U
Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) has sued the County, accusing them of non-
compliance with the initial permit. The County has vigorously denied the allegations. However,
dialogue has taken place as to the nature and content of research studies needed to determine
whether beneficial uses are being impacted, and, if so, what measures might be undertaken to
ameliorate the impacts. Studies will focus on flow from Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek into r
Santa Monica Bay NRDC recommended that studies be performed such as characterization of
plumes, and examination of benthic organisms and the chemistry of sediments in which they
occur Other studies on toxicity using bioassays are underway with State funding; results of this
research will be useful in developing conclusions from the proposed research.

II. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES OF PROPOSED RECEIVING WATER STUDIES

The principle goal of the coordinated receiving water studies proposed herein is to determine the
impacts, if any, of stormwater runoff from Ba!lona Creek and Malibu Creek on the beneficial uses
of the receiving waters.
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The objectives identified by the County include;

ldentifi~tion of those impacts which result from the urban environment versus those that may
result from natural conditions.

Identification of the components (contaminants) of stormwater discharges, if any, which may
result in impacts on the beneficial uses.

Determination of the significance of impacts on the beneficial uses, if any, including the period
of impact, area of impact and the importance of the beneficial uses impaired.

Beneficial Uses

The beneficial uses of the ocean, as restated in the California Ocean Plan (Arnendments August
1995) include the following;

industrial water supply, water contact and non-contact recreation, including aesthetic
enjoyment, navigation, commercial and sport fishing, aquaculture [mariculture], preservation
and enhancement of Areas of Special Biological Significance, rare and endangered species,
marine habitat, fish migration, fish spawning and shellfish harvesting. The 1990 Ocean Plan
used the phrase ’protection and enhancement of marine life’.

These uses or criteria have been summed up in the public’s questions: Are the waters
swimmable? Are the fish edible? Is marine life being protected?

Meeting Ocean Plan Objectives and Other Criteria

One difficulty for the County and other permittees is that no dilution zone is permitted for
stormwaters, as it is for point sources, for meeting the Ocean Plan water quality objectives. Since
Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek are storm drains, they are required to comply, at present, with
water quality, objectives at the openings into the ocean Also, there are no Ocean Plan objectives
for sediments. Use of NOAA (1990) criteria for sediment concentrations show that sediment
samples taken from Ballona Creek at the Pacific Avenue bridge and at the mouth of the Creek
between the jetties have fallen within the ranges of effects on sensitive species and developing
organisms for parameters including lead, mercury, zinc, chlordane, DDTs and Aroclors (Soule et
a!, 1993) Such contaminated sediments are carried into the Bay during storms, with their
ultimate fates and effects unknown Dredged material from the mouth of Ballona Creek was not
eligible for dumping at the local EPA dumpsite because of unacceptable lead concentrations and
the results ofbioassay tests required by the US Army Corps of Engineers and EPA.

Fecal contamination of beaches has been identified as a major public health problem during
stormwater runoff events The extent to which the stormwater plumes are contaminated is not
known Currently, beaches are quarantined for 72 hours following rainstorms.

R0032500



Planning for upstream control of contaminants (Best Management Practices) depends on
identification of the fate and effects of stonnwater plumes and determination of their impacts on
the biota.

Available Scientific Resources

There are several entities in the local area with the expertise and capabilities to design and
implement a cooperative program. These ,nclude, but are not limited to, the federal and state
supported Sea Grant Program at the Umverslty of Southern California (USC), which brings
investigators from USC and other southern California institutions together to perform applied

programs having both regional and national importance. A three-year plume study planned, under
the direction of Drs. Burton Jones and Libe Washburn, to begin in 1996-1997 could be modified
with County assistance to begin in!995-1996 and include both Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek.
The head of the USC Sea Grant Advisory Services, Dr. Sue Yoder, is a member of the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) of the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project (SMBP, P), and as such,
can coordinate access to information on other research projects in the area of concern, providing
activities and/or results which can be melded into the studies proposed herein.

Results of one project relevant to the proposed studies is a dry weather contamination study of
Ballona Creek, performed by UCLA under funding from the State through SMBRP. Results of
1992 studies showed the presence in storm drain water of 65 volatile organic compounds, 70 base
neutral organic compounds (semi-volatiles), 25 chlorinated pesticides and 20 polychlorinated
biphenylic compounds (Suffet et al., 1993). No water sample levels exceeded the concentrations
in the proposed water quality objectives of the Ocean Plan, however.

The Southern Coastal Water Research Project is partly funded by the county sanitation districts in
southern California and by contracts and grants from federal, state or local agencies. SCCWR.P is
currently performing a benthic survey of stations in Santa Monica Bay that were previously
occupied in a dry weather year to determine whether there were effects on the biota following the
record rains of 1994-1995~ Other stations must be examined in the context of the plume studies,
which may or may not indicate overlap with the earlier SCCWKP stations. The study, under
Director Jeff Cross, will examine benthic species distribution and sediment chemistry at selected
stations.

The County has records on mass discharges from Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek and many
years of data on contaminants in grab samples taken during storm flow. These and other records
should be examined to determine contaminant loading.
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Coordination                                                                                       ~

The Sea Grant Program Associate Director, D. Patrick Hartney, will serve as coordinator of the               ~
scientific research program. A coordinator appointed by the County will serve as liaison. At
present, Dr. Dorothy Soule, a County consultant, is coordinating the proposal preparation effort               -~-
for the County.

IIL PROPOSED PLAN OF RESEARCH

A coordinated program of research is proposed to study the factors that bear on the impacts on
beneficial uses. The following areas of research include:

The nature and extent and longevity of plumes formed during stormwater events,
including the nutrients, contaminants and suspended particles present, (Task A),

The effects of stormwater plumes on the benthic communities oftbe Bay, including
sediment chemistry (Task B).

Task A: Dispersion and Mixing of Storm Water Runoffinto Santa Monica Bay

1. Introduction;

This proposal and the collaborative benthic study proposal of SCCWRP (Task B) present an
approach for examining the dispersion of storm water runoff plumes from two sources, Ballona
Creek and Malibu Creek, and evaluating the effects on beneficial uses of the coastal ocean. The
collaboration of these two research programs provides the opportunity to study both the physical
dispersion of the runoff plumes in the coastal ocean and their effects on the living environment.

It is proposed that funding for this study come from two sources, Los Angeles County and the
NOAA Sea Grant program at USC. The research therefore has a two-fold purpose: 1) to
evaluate the effects of storm water runoffon beneficial uses of the coastal ocean; and 2) to
provide basic scientific understanding of the dynamical characteristics of such plumes and the
development of technological approaches for studying runoff plumes in the coastal ocean.
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2. Investigatory ~uestions:

!. How do the structures ofthe storm runoff plumes from Ballona Creek and Malibu Creek
evolve spatially and temporally as they are mixed and dispersed by physical oceanographic
processes in Santa Monica Bay? How is dispersion of the plumes affected by the runoff-
produced stability of the upper water column? What are the along shelf and cross-shelf
length scales of the runoff plumes?

2. What is the spatial distribution of the suspended particulate matter (SPM) and di~olved
components of the runoff plume? Do resuspension events contribute significantly to the
SPM load ofthe plume as it spreads into Santa Monica Bay? Do the SPM and di,~olved
plume components remain highly correlated as the plume spreads or do they de-couple as
dispersion proceeds?

3~ What are the spectral absorption and scattering characteristics of the SPM and dissolved
components of the plume? Can these characteristics serve as unambiguous tracers and can
they be used to map the plume over long distances? What information can these
characteristics provide about the composition of the panicle fields and their spatial
distributions. What information can they provide about biological processes associated
with the plume?

3. Motivation:

Much concern has been expressed about the effects of runoff source inputs of contaminants into
coastal waters like Santa Monica Bay, however, little research has focused on detailed studies of
the dispersion and fate of these inputs. Therefore, any study of the dispersion of these inputs is a
major step torward understanding the processes affecting the local coastal ocean.

The runoff systems in southern California differ from those in other areas in that the flow is
mostly confined to the winter months. During the dry months, contaminants accumulate in the
flow systems and are then released as pulses when the winter storms strike. During winter storms
these drainage systems release most of the fresh-water that flows into the coastal ocean.

Several factors contribute to our choice of the Ballena Creek outflow as our study site:

1) It is a major source of contaminants for Santa Monica Bay.
2) It is the largest, non-sewage freshwater inflow into the Bay.
3) It is an important site because the adjacent beaches and Marina del Rey are heavily used
recreational areas.
4) It is conveniently located. The other three major river outflows are around the Palos
Verdes Peninsula to the southeast.
5) The Ballona Creek system is tractable for study because its size and flow rates permit
comprehensive mapping of the plume both spatially and temporally. It produces a large
freshwater plume in Santa Monica Bay during storms and it opens directly into Santa
Monica Bay
6) Its particulate and chemical characteristics are sufficiently distinct, based on previous
research (Soule, et al, 1992), ~o provide traceable water characteristics.

6
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In studying the effects of a runoff plume like that from Ballona Creek, one ofthe key issues is the |/
identification and differentiation of panicle fields and dissolved substances. We propose to us~
newly developed spectro-optical techniques for this purpose. In previous research at the Whites
Point outfall, our group developed methods combining bio-optical and physical measurements to
differentiate sewage effluent plumes from naturally occurring panicle fields. These methods have
been very successful and have been adopted by local sanitation district monitoring programs; we ""
will employ these proven techniques at the Ballona Creek site. However, we anticipate that the ~_~
plume at Ballona Creek will contain a greater variety of panicles and dissolved substances and _
may be more difficult to identify as it disperses into Santa Monica Bay. It is our contention that
new spectro-optical methods will enable us to improve the detection and differentiation of specific
particle types and to examine the dispersion of the runoff plume in great detail. A major thrust of
the proposed work will be to apply new measurement techniques to the general problem of
coastal pollution.

Task A Goals and Obiectives:

The specific objectives of this research program are to:

1. Map the spatial and temporal structure ofthe runoff plume from Ballona Creek and
Malibu Creek as they flow into Santa Monica Bay following strong winter storms.

~1~ 2. Examine the interaction between the runoffplume and ocean processes as they affect the
advection, dispersion, and mixing of the plume.

3. Evaluate the impact of these storm runoff plumes on the beneficial uses of the coastal
oct.

4. Characterize the optical properties of the suspended paniculate material (SPM) and the
dissolved organic material (DOM) that are associated with the runoff sources.

5. Evaluate the use of spectro-optical techniques for differentiating DOM and SPM in field
studies of pollution in the coastal ocean.

6. Examine the effects of DOM and SPM on the water column optics and the distribution of
nutrient concentrations which can affect phytoplankton productivity which can in turn
affect beneficial uses of the coastal ocean..
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S. Methods:

Field sampling will consist of several types of measurements to study the dispersion of freshwater
inputs from river sources during winter storms. Continuous mapping of physical and optical
properties (including natural tracers) will be performed with a towyo system that we have
developed and used successfully for sewage outfalls (Washburn et al., 1992; Jones et al., 1993;
Wu et al., 1994). In addition, batch water samples will be obtained for laboratory analysis to
provide calibration and verification of our physical and bio-optieal methods. As seen in Figure 2,
the towyo method provides detailed two dimensional cross-sections that are not easily obtained by
other methods. These methods provided some of the first detailed in situ cross-sections of effluent
plumes and as seen in Figure 2, can provide equally detailed cross-sections of runoff plumes.

Four cruises following storm runoffevents are planned for the winter season, November-March,
in each of two field years. An additional cruise during non-storm or "dry" conditions will serve ~
a control for comparison of with the water column as affected by storm runoff. During the
cruises, we will map the along shelf and cross-shelf distributions of physical and bio-optical
variables along the coast in both directions from the river mouth. Considerable flexibility must be
allowed in the field sampling plan so that a comprehensive survey of the plume can be carried
out We will conduct the primary cruises as soon after storm events as is practical; previous
experaence at Whites Point has shown that sampling during the height of winter storms is
unreaiistic due to personnel and equipment safety considerations. Because the fiver flow continues
for several days, we plan to sample as soon as the weather permits and a research vessel is
available.

The plume mapping will consist of a series of long cross-shelf sections, typically between 1 and 5
km in length, extending away from the river mouth at intervals of between 0.5 and 1 km (Fig. 1).
Both the cross-shelf and along shelf extent of these sections will be determined based on real-time
observations of the plume. We expect these sections will extend mainly along-shore because, river
plumes often tend to advect along shore as they are entrained by the coastal currents (e.g.
Garvine, 1982). This advection may reduce offshore spreading near the mouth, but ocean mixing
processes will probably expand the plume offshore away from the mouth. Although Hickey has
measured mean near shore currents during winter that were directed southward toward Playa del
Rey (Hickey, 1993), we will be prepared to map in whichever direction the plume is spreading. To
aid in this determination, we will seek the aid of volunteer general aviation pilots (e.g. Mr.
Anthony Felino of UCSB) to provide aerial reconnaissance of the plume’s orientation during our
sampling Post-cruise (and possibly real-time) analysis of satellite remote sensing imagery from
AVI’-LR.R, SeaWIFS and other sensors will also be examined to help us interpret our observations.
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Our tow-yo system, with various physical and bio-optical sensors, has proven very effective in
differentiating particle fields in the coastal environment and t’or mapping their spatial distributions
over short time scales. The basic towyo system for field operations includes the following sensors:

1. Sea-Bird CTD (measures pressure, t~,nperature and depth with high accuracy)

2. chlorophyll a fluorometer

3. transmissometer (660 nm source, 0 25 m path length)

4. photosynthetically available radiation (PAR) sensor.

5. AC-9 spectral absorption meter and transmissorneter
(Wavelengths: 412, 456, 488, 532, 560, 650, 660, 676, and 715 rim)

The AC-9 spectral absorption/beam attenuation instrument (Western Environmental Technical
[WET] Laboratories, Philomath, OR) measures optical absorption and beam attenuation
simultaneously at nine visible wavelengths which provide inherent optical properties at these
wavelengths We expect to find several different .types of panicles in the runoff plume including:
temgenous inorganic panicles, te:’restrial plant material, resuspended sediments that include
organic material, and marne phytoplankton. We hypothesize that these particles will have
different spectral optical signatures that will enable us to differentiate them with high resolution
on the basis of their inherent optical properties.

One approach to resolving the contribution of paniculate and dissolved components is to obtain
profiles with and without a filter on the inflow port to the AC-9. High volume filters with a
nominal pore size of 0.2 or 0.4 microns, can be placed at the intake to obtain profiles of the
spectral absorption and beam attenuation of the dissolved (non-filterable) components of the
water column. Comparing the filtered profile with the unfiltered profile provides one method for
discriminating the contributions of paniculate and dissolved components to the inherent optical
properties of the water column.

Batch samples will also be obtained to help with validation and calibration of the continuous
physical and bio-optical measurements At sea, bottle profiles will be obtained with a CTD
rosette system. The sets of analyses that are expected to be performed on the bottle samples are
listed in Table 1.

Batch samples will be obtained from Ballona Creek at the Pacific Avenue bridge near its mouth to
provide a reference for the source water of the Ballona Creek plume The samples will be
anatvzed for the same variables as measu:ed from the rosette samples Surf zone samples will be
obtained along the beaches in the direction that the plume is expanding from the mouth of the
creek These samples will be analyzed for the same variables measured in the rosette bottle
samples.
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We will also obtain continuous underway measurements of the near-surface temperature, salinity, V~’~ chlorophyll fluorescence and nutrient (NO3, NO2, NH4, SiO4, and PO4). Because of the high
concentrations of inorganic nutrients often observed in Ballona Creek, and the low salinity, these              /e~
variables provide sensitive tracers of the soluble portions of the freshwater plume as it spreads
laterally in the ocean. Because upwelling is not likely to be associated with the storms, we do not
expect to find significant concentrations of nutrients in the upper layer apart from the influx from              ~"
the storm water runoff.

Table 1 - Table of batch measurements expected to be made on batch sample3 obtained
during the Ballona Creek plume study.

Measurement Group responsible

Nutrient concentrations USC
(NO3, NO2, NI-I4, SiO4, PO4)

Chlorophyll - acetone extracted USC
Laboratory analysis of a and c for different USC

panicle sources
Suspended paniculate matter UCSB
Panicle size spectra UCSB
Salinity samples USC
Indicator microbiology City of Los Angeles

In addition to the towyo measurements, the Ocean Physics Group at USC and the Center for
Remote Sensing and Environmental Optics (CRSEO) at UCSB are already evaluating the most
effective quantitative approaches for examining panicle fields in several oceanic regions. The USC
group is applying th~ese techniques to observations of the outfall systems at Honolulu, Hawaii and
at White’s Point, California. Our observations off’the Palos Verdes peninsula during a winter
storm in February 1992 demonstrate the effectiveness of the tow-yo system for mapping particle
fields from different sources (Figure 2) Three primary paniculate fields are important in this
region during dry periods (Wu et al., 1994~ Washburn et al., 1992): 1) near-surface non-
phy~oplanlaon paniculate material that correlates with low salinity, which can be attributed to
runoff~ 2) resuspended sediments which increase near the bottom; and 3) phytoplankton which are
highest in the upper layer and decrease with depth. We expect additional components will be
important at the Ballona Creek outflow.

The proposed work described above depends solely upon the use of"natural" tracers, i.e. those
corrponents of the runoff‘and coastal ocean which are clearly differentiable from each other.
These natural tracers include variables such as salinity, nutrient concentration, and panicle
concentration and characteristics In the event that the natural tracers do not provide the full
amc, unt of’information desired for this effort, added tracers such as P~odamine WT or fluorescent
particles can be considered for the second field year However, use of these added tracers will
require additional funding because the tracers are expensive and will require added analysis costs

lO

R0032507



6. Collaborative Efforts:

The water column study of the plume dispersion is tightly coupled with the proposed SCCWRP
study of the benthic content and biological community near the two creek outflows (Task B).
These sampling efforts will be coordinated so that the interaction of water column procmsses and
the benthic processes can be evaluated in terms of the beneficial uses of the coastal

The City of Los Angeles has kindly agreed to provide ship time, as available, for the study of’the
Ballona Creek cutflow. We also expect that they will be able to provide some measurements of
microbial indicator abundance at the selected beach and ship sampling sites. It is not clear at this
time whether or not they will be able to provide ship time for the study of the Malibu Creek
outflow. If this is not possible, then additional funds will be needed for a vessel such as the
SCMSI R/V Sea Watch or a similar vessel for the Malibu Creek study.

11
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Task B: Measurement of Impacts in the Receivin2 Water~

The objective of this task is to determine if surface runoff discharged from Balionaand lvlalibu
Creeks has an impact on the sediments and benthic invertebrate community in the r~ waters
in Santa Monica Bay. Impact will be determined by comparing water quality, sediment
characteristics, sediment contaminant loads, and structure of the benthic invectebrat¢ ¢¢xnmunity
within and outside of the areas affected by the plumes emerging from these creeks. Four stations
will be occupied near each creek immediately following storms of sufficient magnitude to generate
surface runoff. Either six or eight storms will be sampled over two years.

The proposed study will measure the following parameters:

1. Water quality (dissolved oxygen, salinity, density, temperature, light transmissivity, and

2. Sediment grain size, sediment organic concentrations (organic carbon and organic
nitrogen), and sediment contaminant concentrations (trace metals, petroleum compounds,
chlorinated hydrocarbons); and

3. Structure of the benthic invertebrate community.

All measurements will be made by the same methods that were used in studies of dry weather
impacts in fiver discharge areas (including Ballona and Malibu Creeks) by Southern C,flifornia
Coastal Water Research Project in 1994 and 1995.

Four stations will be occupied near each creek Station locations will be selected based on a
preliminary, survev of sediment grain size and organic content offBallona and Malibu Creeks.
The survey will determine whether there is a discernible plume footprint during the non-storm or
dry season. Based on these observations a set of stations will be located such that the plume core
and its boundaries can be delineated.

Following each storm, a CTD will be used to measure a continuous water column profile of
temperature, salinity, dissolved oxygen, and transmissivity with depth at each of the sampling
stations. A 0 lm: modified Van Veen grab will be used to collect sediment samples for physical
and chemical measurements, and infaunal analyses. Samples for infaunal analyses will be
processed on the boat. Sediment samples will be collected from the top 2 cm for grain size,
orgaric content, and chemical analyses, and placed in clean containers. Samples for grain size will
be stored on ice; samples for chemical analyses will be frozen.

Sediment samples for benthic inve~ebrate community analyses will be washed through a 1.0 mm
stainless steel screen on the boat, placed in a container, and "relaxed" in a solution of MgSO4
(Epsom salts) and seawater After 30 rain, the sample is fixed with 10% borax-buffered formalin
and returned to the laboratory The samples will then be rinsed with water to remove formalin
and stored in 70% ethanol until sorted.
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Sediment grain size will be analyzed by laser particle analyzer, Organic content (carbon and
nitrogen) will be analyzed by a Carlo Erba CHN analyzer. Metals will be analyzed by ICPMS or
atomic absorption spectrophotometry after sample digestion. Mercury will be analyzed by cold
vapor technique. Organic compounds will be extracted with solvents and cleaned to remove
interfering substances. PAHs will be analyzed by GC/MS or I-I~PLC. Organochlorine pesticides
and polychlonnated biphenyls will be analyzed by GC/ECD.

[[I. DELIVERABLES

The participating Principal Investigators at SCCWRP and USC/UCSB will provide annual
progress reports and a single final report after all sampling and data analysis are completed which
encompasses and summarizes the findings of all PI’s. This final report will be coordinated by the
USC Sea Grant Program.

This final report will identify major impacts of two major storm water discharges, Malibu Creek
and Ballona Creek, in Santa Monica Bay as follows:

1 It will identify the extent and degree of impairment of these storm water sources on the
benthic community. It will compare water quality, sediment grain size characteristics, and
sediment organic and contaminant loads both within and outside the benthic areas
immediately affected by the plumes. It will identify the dispersion pattern of the plumes in
the local environment, the pattern and extent of particulate fallout from the plumes (i.e.,
the plume’s "footprint" in the environment). It will measure structure and composition of
the benthic faunal community both within and outside the dispersion zone of the plume.

2. It will identify the extent and degree of potential impairment to the water column
community. It will measure degree of light attenuation which can decrease primary
productivity in the ware column. It will measure fine particulate loading and dispersion
which could provide a channel for contaminants to move into the food chain. It will
measure fresh water and nutrient loading which could lead to short-term dinoflagellate
blooms which could adversely affect local fish and shellfish. Maps of the plume
distribution during each storm sampling period will be provided. Plume maps will
differentiate soluble and particulate fractions.

3 It will identifv the extent and degree of potential impact to nearby beaches by measuring
patterns of dispersion of the plumes in the bav environment of the specific storm events
measured in this study. Such impacts could affect the aesthetic value of the beaches, the
health of swimmers and surfers due to microbial impacts.

4 It will identify, possible impacts to the success of local fishermen both onshore and near
shore due to specific impairments to the benthos and receiving waters as specified in #1
and #2 above.
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_~.To the extent possible, it will make inferences about impacts ofanthropogenically-
originating contaminants on the benthos and water column and nearby beaches versus
possible impacts from a natural creek where contaminant load is significantly lower.

In addition to the final report, the portion of this project contributed by Jones and Washburn
(Task A) will test new technological approaches for further study of the runoff’plume dynamics.
Their results will be published in refereed profemonal journals.

U
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Figure 1. Schematic of the runoff plume for Ballona Creek and suggested sampling gnd in the case where the plume
~s advecting northward along the coast. The onentation of the plume, and hence the specific layout of the sampling
gnd, will deper~d on the meteorological and oceanographic condHtions at the time of the runoff event. Therefore, the
specific sampling layout will have to be cleterm~necl at the time of sampling.
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PRELIMINARY

Budget
Alternative 1: Eight Storms

Year I              Year 2              Year 3              TOTAL
(10/1/95-9/30/96)     (10/1/96-9/30/97)     (10/1/97-9/30/98)

L.A. Sea L.A. Sea L.A. Sea L.A. Sea

Task A:

Task B:

SCCWRP (Cross) 85,000 80,000             40,000            205,000

Total $175,000 $10,000 $125,000 $55,000 $50,000 $80,000 $350,000 $145,000

Budget
Alternative 2: Six Storms

Year I              Year ~              Year :3              TOTAL
(10/1/95-9/30/96)     (10/1/96-9/30/97)     (10/1/97-9/30/98)

L-4~. Sea L.A. Sea L.A. Sea L~A. Sea

Task A:

USC (Jones) and 80,000 10,000    45,000    55,00010,000 70,000 135,000 135,000
UCSB (Washburn)

Task B:

SCCWR.P (Cross) 65,000 60,000 30,000 155,000

Total $145,000 $10,000     $105,000$55,000 $40,000 $70,000     $290,000     $135,000
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Memorandum
~ .County of Los Angelesfo . De~: September 15, 1995

Municipal Permittees

Catherine Tyrrellq
Assistant Executive Officer

From : CAUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAUTY CONTIIOt BOAIIO--LOS ANG~ES REGION

Telepflene: (213) 266-7500

Sobi.~ :GENERAL MEETING TO DISCUSS DRAler NPDES PERMIT

Artachecl is the most recent copy of the Draft LA County Municipal Storm Water Discharge
Permit. As you know, the negotiating team has been meeting frequently to finalize this
permit. This version represents decisions reached up through our most recent meeting on
September 11, and should reflect the comments received by the EAC from your last review.
Additionally, the permit has been strenuously edited and reformatted by Regional Board staff
over the remainder of the week. Throughout the editing process we have made every effort to
retain the intent of the negotiating team’s agreements while adding clarifications critical to the
Regional Board.

We are providing this draft to again obtain your feedback on our progress in developing a
useful permit. I and the negotiating team look forward to your comments at ~.he next general
Permit~ee update meeting to be held on September 27, 1995, at 9:30 am, at the Los Angeles
Coun~ Department of Public Works headquarters at 900 South Fremont Avenue in Alhambra.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at (213) 266-7515, Carlos Urrunaga at
(213)266-7598, or Gary Hildebrand of the LA County Public Works at (818) 458-5948
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September 15, 1995                                                                        |/(_ State of California
CALIFORNIA KEGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, LOS ANGELES

REGION
O

ORDER NO. 95-XXX

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS L
FOR

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT/URBAN RUNOFF DISCHARGES
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

(NPDES NO. CAS0061654)

10q-he California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region, finds:

i (The findings are currently being developed.) ~l~

This Order shall serve as a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit ~|
pursuant to Section 402 of the federal Clean Water Act, or amendments thereto, and shall take U
effect at the end of ten (10) days from the date of its adoption provided the Regional
Administrator, USEPA, has no objections. ; r~

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the County of Los Angeles and the Cities of Agoura Hills, U
Alhambra, Arcadia. Anesia. Azusa, Baldwin Park, Bell, Bellflower, Bell Gardens, Beverly Hills, ! A
Bradbury, Burbank, Calabasas, Carson, Cerritos, Claremont, Commerce, Compton, Covina, lCudahy. Culver City.. Diamond Bar, Downey. Duarte, El Monte, El Segundo, Gardena, Glendale,
Glendora. Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Hidden Hills, Huntington Park,
Indust~’, Inglewood. Irwindale. La Cafiada Flintridge, La Habra Heights, Lakewood, La Mirada,              I~
La Puente, La Veme. Lawndale, Lomita, Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lynwood, Malibu,
Manhattan Beach. Maywood, Monrovia, Montebello, Monterey Park, Norwalk, Palos Verdes
Estates. Paramount. Pasadena. Pico Rivera, Pomona, Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach,
Rolling Hills. Rolling Hills Estates. Rosemead, San Dimas, San Femando, San Gabriel, San                ~
Marino, Santa Clarita. Santa Fe Springs. Santa Monica, Sierra Madre, Signal Hill, South El iMonte, South Gate. South Pasadena. Temple City. Torrance, Vernon, Walnut, West Covina, West
Holl~ wood. Westlake Village. and Whittier, in order to meet the provisions contained in Division
7 of the California Water Code, and regulations adopted thereunder, ar, d the provisions of the
Federal Clean Water Act. and regulations and guidelines adopted thereunder, shall comply with
the ftqlowing tbr the areas under their jurisdictions within the drainage area of the County of Los
Angeles:
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September 15, 1995

A.    Discharge Prohibitions

(Currently under discussion with the negotiation team.)

B. Receiving Water Limitations

(Currently under discussion with the negotiation team.)

C.

i. The Dischargers shall comply with Discharge Prohibitions (above), and Receiving
Water Limitations (above), through the timely implementation of control measures
and other actions to reduce pollutants in the discharge as proposed in this Order.

I. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

A.

1. The County of Los Angeles is designated as the Principal Permittee.

2. The Principal Permittee shall:

a.    Coordinate permit activities and, by           , convene and
chair the area-wide Executive Advisory Committee and the
Watershed Management Committees;

b.    Provide personnel and fiscal resources and by          , develop
a Baseline Stormwater Management Plan (Plan) for use in
developing a watershed management plan (WMP) for each
watershed;

c. Provide personnel and fiscal resources for the development of the
WMPs;

d. Provide persoraael and fiscal resources for the updating and
modification of the Plan and the WMPs;

e. Provide technical and administrative support for both the Executive
Advisory and Watershed Management Committees;

f. Implement watershed water quality monitoring programs;

g. Provide the personnel and fiscal resources to complete by
, the annua! reports including evaluations of monitoring

program data and BMP effectiveness;

h. Coordinate the implementation of stormwater quality management

2
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activities of regional significance (this shall mean that the Principal
Permitlee shall identify BMPs which are applicable for
implementation by permittees watershed-wide and area-wide), such
as public outreach and education, pollution prevention, waste
minimization, and other simila~ actions;

i. Act as liaison between all Permittees and the Regional Board on
Permit issues; and

j. Meet all the responsibilities outlined below for a Pe~m~ittee.

B. Pedlars

I. The other cities and agencies are designated as Permittees.

2. Each Permittee shall:

a.    Participate in the development and amendment of the Baseline
Stormwater.Management Plan (Plan) and by          , jointly
prepare the watershed specific management plans (WMPs) via their

b. Provide an Implementation Plan describing specific stormwater
and/or activities which are to be conductedprojectsprograms,

within their jurisdictional boundaries, including the storm drainage
system they own and operate, and which demonstrate compliance
with the WMP(s) requirements by         ; and

c. Provide in a timely manner all information needed by the Principal
Permit’tee for completing the annual reports.

3. The City Administrator/Public Works Director of each Permittee shall
appoint a representative(s) to the WMC.

C. Agency Coordination

Each Permit~ee shall coordinate implementation of permit requirements and
pollution prevention activities among each Permirtee’s internal departments and
agencies (i.e. public works, planning, utilities, water supply, etc...).

D. Executive Advisory. Committe¢

1. The EAC shall consist of a representative of the County of Los Angeles,
City of Los Angeles. a representative from the Malibu Creek, Santa Clara,
and Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Areas, and two
representatives from each of the San Gabriel River, Los Angeles River,
and the Ballona Creek Watershed Management Areas.

a. One representative from the EAC shall chair the Watershed

3
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Management Committee for that Pennittee’s main watershed
management ~

2. The City Administrator/Public Works Director for the County of Los
Angeles and for the City of Los Angeles shall each appoint a
representative to the EAC. Other members will be appointed by the
WMCs.

3. The EAC shall be responsible for:.

a. Making recommendations on area-wide issues to ~h of the
Watershed Management Committees;

Baseline Storm Water Managemem Pla~;

Reviewing the Watershed Mar~gement Plar~ ~ developed by each
Watershed Management Committee and provide dffection arid
guidance on the plans for ~nsideration by the
Management Commit~;

d. Preparing and forwarding unified submit~,als to the Regional Board
ul~n receipt of information a~d materials submitted by the
Watershed Ma~gement Committee in ~mplia~ce with Permit
r~luirements;

¯ e:    Mediating conflict ~mong the Permitt~s; and

f. Coordinating the implementation of pilot proj~ts to target l~llutam
souses, evaluate BMP appropriateness, and ~sess eff~tivene~.

E. Watershed M~agement Committ~

1. Watershed Management Committees (WMC) shall ~nsist of
representative of each of the Perrnittees for that particular watershed
management area. Regular WMC meetings shall be open to attendance by
the public. The WMC may hold closed sessions, at its discretion, to
discuss permit related issues.

2. The Malibu Creel Santa Clara, and Dominguez Channel WMCs shall each
appoint one represenlative to serve on the EAC and to chair the WMC.
The San Gabriel River, Los Angeles River, and the Ballona Creek WIVICs
shall each appoint two representative to serve on the EAC, one of whom
will chair the WMC.

3. The WMC shall be responsible for:

Establishing goals and objectives for the watershed;

4
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b. Prioritizing pollution control efforts;

c. Participating in the development of a specific watershed
management plan (WMP), based on the Baseline Stormwater
Management Plan (Plan);

d. Assessing the effectiveness of, preparing revisions for and malting
appropriatechangesto the Plan and the WMP;

e. Coordinating and facilitating the preparation of the annual rt~rts
on Permit activities within the watershed for submittal to the
Regional Board -- a draft of the annual report shall be circulated
to each Permittee and the Executive Advisory Committee for their
review and comments prior to submittal to the Regional Board; and

f. Facilitating the implementation of this Order among the Perminees
in the watershed.

F. Watershed Management Subcommittees

I. Subcommittees will be established where needed as determined by the
WMC and/or the EAC.

2. The Subcommittees will be focused on specific program areas and can
provide more specific oversight on the development, implementation, and
evaluation of selected program areas.

Each Permittee shall submit an annual budget for its Implementation Plan within
30 days after the budget adoption. The budget shall be summarized and put into
a format which identifies the necessary capital and operation and maintenance
expenditures necessary to implement the storm water management program. The
budget shall provide information such as funding sources, staff resources,
equipment, support capabilities, contract services, and cost sharing arrangements
for the storm water management programs. Also included shall be a description
of any funding shortfalls.

1. Area-Wide Resources - In implementing this Order and the Plan, the
Permit’tees may elect to jointly fund a single program for certain BMPs,
such as Public Education, that are area-wide in nature. Funding
agreements, including budgets and cost per agency, shall be developed.

2. City-Specific Resources - As stated above, each Permittee shall develop an
annual budget detailing the cost of implementing Permit-related activities
within its jurisdiction.

H. Legal Authority_

5

R0032520



,~.~
1. The90.0791egalshallaUthoritYcontinuethatin WaSeffect.required of each Perrnittee under Order No.

2. The Co-Permittees shall exercise their legal authoritY and require
compliance with this Order and the Plan within its jurisdiction.

3. Each Permittee shall certify that it has legal authority to control discharges
to and from those portions of the storm drainage system over which it has
jurisdiction. This legal authoritY may be a combination of statute,
ordinance, permit, contract, order or inter-jurisdictional agreements
between permit~ees with adequate existing legal authority and shall, at a
minimum, accomplish Items a-f below:

a. Control the contribution of pollutants to the storm drainage system
by storm water discharges associate with industrial activity and the
qualitY of storm water discharged ~om sites of industrial activity;

b. Prohibit illicit discharges and illicit connections to the storm
drainage system and require removal of illicit connections;

c. Control the discharge of spills and the dumping or disposal of
materials other that storm water (e.g. industrial and commercial
wastes, trash, debris, motor vehicle fluids, green waste, ~nimal
wastes, leaves, dirt, or other landscape debris etc.) to the storm

.

,~

drainage system;

~, d. Control through interagency or inter-jurisdictional agreements
i among permit’tees the contribution of pollutants ~om one portion
i of the storm drainage system to another;

e. Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits,
contracts or orders; and

f. Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring procedures
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the
storm drainage system.

4. Each Permitlee’s legal counsel shall complete a review of its existing legal
authority to ensure that its existing legal authoritY complies with the
requirements in this Order.

5. Upon its completion of the legal authority review, or within 60 days of
permit adoption, (whichever is sooner) each Permit’tee shall demonstrate
that it has adequate legal authority or provide a schedule for obtaining the
adequate legal authority. Guidance for demonstrating adequate legal
authority is included within the EPA document entitled Guidance Manual
For The Preparation Qf Part 2 Of The NPDES Permit Applications For
Discharges from Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems, (EPA 833-B-

6
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,~ 92-002, November 1992), page 3-4.

I. Administrative Review

The administrative review process formalizes the procedure for review and
acceptance of reports and documents submitted to the RWQCB under this Permit.
In addition, it provides a method to resolve any differences in compliance
expectations between the Regional Board and Permittees, prior to initiating
enforcement actions.

1. If the Executive Officer finds that a Permittee’s ~tormwater program is
insufficient to meet the provisions of the Permit, the Execrative Officer
shall send a "Notice of Intent to Meet and Confer (NIMC)" to the
Permittee. The NIMC shall include a date by which the Pemaittee must
meet with RWQCB staff.

2. Upon receipt of a NIMC, the Permittee shall meet and confer with
RWQCB staff to clad~ the steps to be taken to completely meet the
provisions of this permit. The meet and confer sessions shall be for the
purpose of developing additions and enhancements to the jurisdiction’s
stormwater program. The meet and confer period shall conclude with the
submittal to and acceptance by the Executive Officer of a written
"Stormwater Program Compliance Amendment (SPCA)" which shall
include implementation deadlines. The Executive Officer may terminate
the meet and confer period after a reasonable period due to a lack of
progress on issues and may order submittal of the SPEP by a specified
date. Failure to submit an acceptable SPCA by the specified date shall
constitute a violation of the Permit.

3. The Executive Officer will approve or reject the submitted SPCA within
a reasonable amount of time. Rejection of a submitted SPEP by the
Executive Officer shall state the reasons for the failure to approve the
SPCA. A Permittee that receives a rejection of an SPCA shall have thirty
(30) days to remedy the specified deficiency in the SPCA and receive
administrative approval from the Executive Officer of the amended SPCA.

4. The Permittee shall comply with the terms of the SPCA. The Permittee
shall submit reports to the Executive Officer of progress made under the
SPCA. The frequency of progress report submittal shall be as prescribed
by the Executive Officer. Failure to comply with the terms and conditions
of the SPCA shall constitute a violation of the Permit and shall be cause
for immediate Administrative Civil Liability as prescribed by the Executive
Officer.
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II. ILLICIT DISCHARGES~I)ISPOSAL

A.

By           , the EAC shall develop a consistent program including
investigative standard procedures to eliminate illicit connections to the storm drain
system.

By           , each Permittee shall implement a program to identify and
eliminate illicit connections to the maximum extent practicable.

1.    The program shall, at a minimum:

a. standardize per EAC guidelines, storm drain inspection procedures,
and illicit connection and identification and elimination procedures;

b. prioritize major problem areas, to include but not be limited to
older business areas, and areas with heavy industry such as those
listed under subchapter N of 40 CFR Parts 405 - 471

c. utilize results of field screening activities, and other appropriate
information.

O d. contain an industrial/commercial education/outreach component to
inform businesses about the problem of illicit discharges/dumping
and proper discharge/disposal practices,

e. schedule storm drains for inspection for illicit connections within
its jurisdiction.

f. maintain a standardized record keeping system to document illicit
discharges/disposal in their jurisdiction;

g. establish enforcement procedures to terminate illicit connections.

B. Illegal Discharges~Disposal

1. By          , the EAC shall develop a consistent program including
investigative standard procedures to eliminate illegal discharges/disposal
practices to the storm drain system.

2.     By        , the EAC shall develop a standard enforcement procedures,
including administrative and judicial, to eliminate illegal
discharges/disposal practices.

3.     By       . the EAC shall develop standard procedures for spill response,
including a procedure to ensure that, in a spill response, sewage treated
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with disinfection ¯gents will not be discharged into the storm drainage
system, to the maximum extent practicable. The standard procedures will
address investigation, containment, and cleanup activities as ¯ppropri¯te.

4. By ~ each Permiuee shall implement a program to identify and
eliminate illegal discharges/disposal practices to the-maximum extent
practicable.

The program shall, ~t ¯ minimum:

a_ Identify and prioritize problem ar~as of illegal disposal where
inspection, clean up, and enforcement axe necessary to prevent the
discharge of contaminants;

b. Maintain a surveillance program to detect illegal discharges and
disposal into the street system, including, but not be limited to,
street use inspections and inspections of vacant facilities;

c. Establish procedures to educate inspectors, maintenance workers,
and other field staff in their jurisdiction to notice illicit
dischargers/disposal practices during the course of their daily
¯ ctivities, and report such occurrences;

d. Maintain a standa.-dized record keeping system to document illicit

O discharges/disposal in theft jurisdiction;

e. Establish per EAC guidelines spill response procedures; and

f. Establish, per EAC guidelines, enforcement procedures to eliminate
illegal discharges/disposal practices.

C. Non-Storm Water Discharg_es

1. Exempted Discharges

(Currently under discussion with the negotiation team.)

Conditionally Exempted Discharges2.

(Currently under discussion with the negotiation team.)

D. Other Prohibited Activities

1. The Permittees shall prohibit any person from:

a. causing or allowing illicit discharges to be made into the storm
drain system;

b. establishing, using or maintaining an illicit connection to the storm

9
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~)
drain system;

c. littering.

d. disposing of leaves, dirt or other landscape debris into a storm
drain; and

e. using any pesticide, fungicide, or herbicide which has either
voluntarily discontinued or prohibited by the USEPA.

f. washing down toxic materials from paved or unpaved areas.

g. washing down impervious surfaces in industrial and/or commercial
areas is prohibited unless specifically required to under Health and
Safety Codes.

2. Storage of Materials. Machinery and Eo_uipment

The Pcrmittees shall require:

a. that objects, such as motor vehicle parts, containing grease, oil, or
other hazardous substances, and unsealed receptacles containing
hazardous materials, be stored away from areas susceptible to
runoff;

O b. that machinery or equipment which is to be repaired or maintained
in areas susceptible to runoff, be placed on a pad of absorbent
material, or an equivalent, to contain leaks, spills or small
discharges;

c. that owners of commercial!industrial motor vehicle parking lots and
structures located in areas susceptible to runoff to be swept to
remove debris. Lots with more than ten (10) parking spaces and
all public parking facilities shall also be vacuum swept, or by
equivalent method, to remove chemical residue;

d. that all fuel and chemical residue, animal waste, garbage, batteries,
or other types of potentially harmful materials which are located in
areas susceptible to runoff, be removed immediately and disposed
of properly.

e. that hazardous waste be disposed of through the Permittee’s
hazardous waste program or at an}, other appropriate disposal site,
and not be placed in a trash container for regular trash disposal.

E. Public Reportin_~

1. By          , the EAC shall develop a standard program, for Permittees
to implement by          to promote, publicize, and facilitate public
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reporting of illicit discharges and illegal disposal practices that may
adversely impact water quality.

2. By       , EAC shall develop a standard program for the reporting of
incidents of a hazardous substance entering the storm drain, where the
responsible party is not known, to the Regional Board and State of
California Office of Emergency Services (OES) at (g00) -    and the
Federal Hazardous Response Number at (800)        . The Permittces
shall implement this program by         ,

F.

1. A quarterly summary of illicit connections eliminated shall be submitted
with the Annual Report to the Regional Board. The summary shall
include: a brief description of the investigation; what was being
discharged; estimated length of time the practice was on-going; what
remedial action was taken; and what happened to the discharger.

2. A quarterly summary illegal discharge/disposal practices reported through
the standardized public reporting system shall be submitted with the
Annual Report to the Regional Board. The summary shall include: a brief
description of the incident; what was spilled!dumped; quantity; what
remedial action was taken; and what happened to the discharger/dumper.

G. Coordination With State Permits

1. The Principal Permittee will be provided ~n updated list of NPDES
Permits on a quarterly basis, through the Regional Board’s electronic
bulletin board, to verify permitted sources of the existing non-storm water
discharges in the storm water drainage system.

2. The Permittees will work with other regulatory agencies and report to the
Regional Board on recommendations to resolve any conflicts which are
identified between the provisions of this permit and the requirements of
other regulatory agencies. These agencies, include but are not limited to:

a. California Department of Fish and Game
b. California Department of Toxic Substances Control
c. California Coastal Commission
d. United States Environmental Protection Agency
e. California Department of Transportation
f. California Air Resources Board
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III. PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR INDUSTRIALICOMMERCIAL SOURCES

A. Identification of Sources

I. By                the Permittees shall develop a database listing
industrial/commercia~ facilities by four digit SIC codes which shall be
updated annually. The database shall include at a minimum:

a. Facility owner’s name, address, and telephone number,

b. Site address, telephone number, and contact person;

c. Closest receiving water and watershed;

d. Applicable SIC eod~(s);

i. For each four digit SIC sector, the Permittees shall identify
primary activities that might impact nmoff discharges;

ii. For each four digit SIC sector, the Permittees shall identify
primary materials that might impact runoff discharges; and

2.    By          , the EAC shall develop a pollutant source identification
program for the control of storm water pollutant discharges from
industrial/commercial facilities. The objective of the source identification
program is to gather data on specific and/or interrelated set of pollutant
generating activities occurring on very small areas (< 5 acres) of
industrial/commercial activity and to provide information for developing
and implementing BMPs for specific activities.

B. Prioritization of Sources

1. By                    , the Permittees shall prioritize industrial and
commercial facilities within their jurisdiction on their relative potential for
the contamination of storm water and urban runoff. The prioritized list
shall include

a. Categorical List

i. All industries regulated under Phase I of the Federal storm
water program (40 CFR 122.26).

ii. All industrlal/commercial SIC codes selected by the USEPA
for screening under Phase II of the Federal storm water
program.

iii.    Other business sectors considered by the EAC or the

O
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Regional Board to conduct industrial/commercial activity
with a high potential stormfor water contamination(e.g,
rcstaurants).

The categorical list shall be grouped by Permittees and provide an
organized overview of the ~’get facilities based on land use,
operation, and activities, could potentially contribute significant
amounts of pollutants into storm water runoff.

2. By          , Permittees Shall rank the industrial and commercial
facilities, identified as potential pollutant sources of storm water and urban
runoff pollutants in III. B.l.a, in order of priority for oversight of
implementation of storm water management me, asurcs.

C. Source Control Measures

1. By           , Permittees shall develop a checklist of specific storm
water and urban runoff control measures for industrial and commercial
facilities which have been prioritized as having the potential to contribute
significant amounts of pollutants into storm water runoff. The control
measures must

a. address multiple pollutant sources

O b. initially focus on source control measures such as source
minimization, education, good housekeeping, and site design
alternatives.

c. target industrial/commercial source areas and activities with the
potential to generate substantial pollutant loadings

2. By                  , Permittees shall develop a process to ensure
implementation of storm water and urban runoff control measures for
industrial/commercial facilities identified in III.C.1.

3. By        . Permit~ees shall submit an evaluation of specific structural
storm water and urban runoff control measures such as, oil/water
separators, infiltration, detention, biofilters, etc., for industrial and
commercial facilities which have been prioritized as having the potential
to contribute significant amounts of pollutants into storm water runoff.
The structural control measures must be evaluated as to

a. effectiveness in reducing toxic pollutants and pollutants of concern

b. ease of maintenance

c. current frequency of use

d.     feasibility and cost-effectiveness

O
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~_ e. possible methods to ensure implementation if neoessary

By,          , the Permillees shall, in addition, describe any
studies and pilot projects they intend ~o conduct to assess the
feasibility and effectiveness of specific control measures.

4. By , Permitt~es shall requi~ the following:

a. The proper di~ao~al of food wastes by r~staurnats and food
wholesaiers.

or o or
similar structure must clean those facilities in a manner that does
not result in discharge of pollutants to lhe storm drain system; and

e. Machinery and equipment, including motor vehicles, which are
visibly leaking oil, fluid or antifreeze must be repaired.

5. The EAC may seek coverage under this Order, for industrial facilities
listed in III.B.l.a-1 which are owned and olmrated by Permittees if it,

a. establishes a procedure for notifying the Regional Board of
industrial sites owned and operated by Permittees

O b. prepares a checklist of industrial BMPs using BAT/BCT criteria for
implementation by Permit’tees at these industrial sites

c. standardizes procedures to ensure implementation of industrial
BMPs by Permittees,

d. requires Permittees to prepare and retain site specific Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plans at Permittee industrial facilities

e. establishes a procedure for Permittees to report annually on the
effectiveness of Storm Water Pollution Plans at each site, and
certify compliance with this Order.

D. Source Inspection

1. By              , Permittees shall submit a schedule for inspection of
industrial/commercial facilities in III.B.l.a. for adequacy of storm water
pollution prevention measures. The schedule shall include, for a five year
period,

a. for municipalities with a population of less than 250,000, all
facilities identified in llI.B.l.a.1, and all facilities identified in
lli.B.l.a.2 and Ili. B.l.a.3,
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b. for municipalities with a population of greater than 250,000, all
facilities identified in llI.B.l.a.l, and,
a subset of facilities identified in III.B. l .a.2 and III.B. 1.a.3 but not
less than ten times the number identified in III.B.l.a.1

Industrial/commercial facilities in III.B.l.a.2 and III.B.l.a.3 that are not
included in the inspection schedule shall be surveyed by phone, mail-out,
or a similar method, as to their conformance with good stormwater quality
management measures.

2. By                     , Permittees shall develop and implement a
industrial/commercial facilities inspection program. The inspection program
shall include, but is not limited to:

a. procedures for facility inspections

b. procedures for industrial/commercial sectors outreach on pollution
prevention, waste minimization, and storm water quality
management

c. procedures to ensure corrective action is undertaken by non-
complying facilities

d. procedures to follow-up on violations of municipal standards

e. procedures for enforcement action against non-complying facilities;

f. an electronic recording system to document the status of facility

g. appropriate ~’aining for program staff.

3. During inspection of group III.B.l.a.l, inspectors shall request to see a
copy of the SWPPP during an inspection. If no SWPPP is available, the
Regional Board shall be notified. In addition, the Permittee may deem it
necessary to report problematic facilities to the Regional Board.

Each year, the Permittees shall evaluate the results and progress of their storm
water qualiW, management program for industrial/commercial sources. The annual
report submitted to the Regional Board shall recommend a strategy for the
management of storm water from industrial/commercial sources for the following
year based upon:

a. priority industrial/commercial sources listing
b. priority on-site inspections
c. phone/mail-out survey inspections
d. priority checklists of stormwater urban runoff control measures
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e. evaluations of structural and treatment control measures
~} f. special studies and pilot projects needs ~

g. specific site and activity monitoring n~i.~

The EAC shall make available to the Regional Board the
industrial!commerci’,fl database developed in III.B. 1.a. 1 in the appropriate             "~"
format when so requested.

F. ~

The Permittees shall develop a process for the exchange of information between
the Permittees and the Regional Board. Appropriate formats for such reports shall
be developed as require.                                                              ~ ~

G. Conflicts with Other Mandates

I. The Permittees will work with other regulatory agencies and report to the
Regional Board on recommendations to resolve any conflicts which are
identified between the provisions of this permit and the requirements of ~_
other regulatory agencies.

r#
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September 14, 1995

IV. PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT AND
REDEVELOPMENT

A. ~e_~ional Policy

1. By           the EAC shall develop and adopt a regional policy to
promote watershed protection considerations during planning, project
review, and permitung of new development and redevelopment, to:

a. preserve to the e~ent feasible, and where possible, create or restore
areas that provide water quality benefits, such as riparian corridors
and wetlands, and promote the design of new development so that
it protects the natural integrity of drainage systems and water
bodies.

b. avoid conversions of areas particularly susceptible to erosion or
sediment loss and/or establish development guidance that identifies
these areas and protects them from erosion and sediment loss.
Such areas include steep slopes, highly erodible soils, periods of
intense rainfall, and inability to revegetate once disturbed.

c. require the integration of storm water quality protection into
construction and post-construction activities at all development
sites, including the minimization of toxic material use and their
careful containment on site.

d. maintain peak runoff rates at pre-development levels, wherever
practicable.

2. By        , the EAC shall establish minimum requirements consistent
with the regional policy for new development and redevelopment, for

a. site planning practices

b. construction best management practices

c. post-construction best management practices

d. reporting erosion and storm water control strategies

e. redevelopment and irffill

B. Planning Process

In order to integrate storm water management considerations into new
development projects at the time that they are first proposed to jurisdictions, and
to support other provisions of this permit:
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1. By      , the EAC shall develop guidance for permittees to use in
preparing/reviewing EIRs, and in linking EIR mitigation conditions to local
permits approvals.

2. By ____._, perm.ittees shall adopt and use the guidance in their internal
procedures.

3. By ~, the EAC shall develop a model CEQA checldist form that
explicitly addresses watershed, water quality, and nonpoint sour~ pollution
impacts.

4. Bye, the permittees shall use the model CEQA checklist.

5 Whenever a permittee rewrites either of the following mandated general
plan elements - the conservation element or the open space element -
watershed and stormwater management/urban runoff considerations shall
be incorporated.

6. By ~, permittees shall implement a program to encourage developers
to maximize pervious areas and storm water infiltration (in areas where the
geology and topography allow), minimize directly connected imperious
areas, and include justifiable treatment control measures.

7. Permittees shall require that prior to the submittal of an application for the
first planning or building approval for a new development project, an
applicant shall submit an Urban Runoff Mitigation Plan.

a. The Urban Runoff Mitigation Plan shall:

i. Be designed to reduce the runoff volume from the site and
the pollutant load contributed by the site through
incorporation of design elements and practices that address
each of the goals set forth below in subsection (c).
(Applicants should refer to the most recen~- edition of the
Construction Best Management Practices Handbook,
produced and published by the Storm Water Quality Task
Force, for specific guidance on selecting best management
practices for reducing pollutants in stormwater discharges
from urbanized areas.)

ii. Discuss compliance with the development requirements set
forth by Permirtee’s legal authority; and

iii. Address the follov,5ng goals in connection with both
construction and long term operation of the site:

a. Maximize, to the extent practicable, the percentage
of permeable surfaces in order to allow more
percolation of runoff into the ground.
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b. Minimize, to the extent practicable, the amount of
Q runoff directed to impermeable areas to the City’s

stormwater system.

c. Maximize, to the extent practicable, stormwater
filtration and storage for reuse through the use of
sediment traps, cisterns or other meaaa.

d. Minimize, to the extent practicable, parking lot
pollution through the use of porous materials to
allow percolation of runoff, through the installation
of appropriate treatment controls, or through other
means.

iv. Compliance with an approval Urban Runoff Mitigation Plan
shall be a condition of any required planning approval.

v. Failure to comply with an approved Urban Runoff
Mitigation Plan after receiving any required planning
approval shall be a misdemeanor.

C. Identification of Sources

1. By        , the EAC shall establish a screening criteria for construction
sites to be listed in a database.

~ 2. By , the Permittees shall develop a database listing sites of
construction activity within each Permittees’ jurisdiction which shall be
updated quarterly. The database shall include at a minimum:

a. Facility owner’s name, address, and telephone number;

b. Site .address, telephone number, and contact person;

c. Closest receiving water;

d. Type of construction activity

e. Duration of project with start and end dates

f. Total size of project in acres or square feet.

D. Prioritization of Sources

1. By               , the Permirtees shall prioritize sites of construction
activity within their jurisdiction on their relative potential for the
contar~ination of storm water and urban runoff. The categorical list shall
include:

a. All construction activity sites regulated under Phase I of the
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Federal storm wmer program (40 CFR 122.26). V

b. All construction activity with sites greater than the size criteria
Oestablished by the EAC but less than five acres in size.

c. Other construction activity sites considered by-the EAC or the
LRegional Board to have a high potential for the contamination of

storm water and urban runoff. _

2.    By           , Permiaees shall rank the construction a~ivity sites,
identified as potential pollutant sources of storm water and urban runoff
pollutants in IV. B.l .a, in order of priority for oversight of implementation
of storm water management measures.

10

E. F.,aagoLMg~m~

1. By , Permittees shall develop a checklist of specific storm
water and urban runoff control measures for construction activity sites in
IV. B. 1 .a. The control measures must

F ~
a. address multiple pollutant sources

b. initially focus on source control measures such as source ~~
minimization, education, good housekeeping, good waste            U
management and good site planning.

c. target construction activity source areas and activities with the
potential to gencrate substantial pollutant loadings U

2. By . Permittees shall submit an evaluation of specific structural r~
storm water and urban runoff control measures such as, oil/water
separators, infiltration, detention, biofilters, etc., for construction sites in U

IV.B.I.a. The structural control measures must be evaluated as to:
3

a. effectiveness in reducing sediment, toxic pollutants and pollutants ~2
of concern;

r~
b. ease of maintenance;

U
c. current frequency of use;

r~
d. feasibility and cost-effectiveness; and U

e. possible methods to ensure implementation. ,.

By           , Permirtees shall describe any studies and pilot projects
that may be conducted to assess the feasibility and effectiveness of specific
control measures.
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3.    By         ., Permittees shall have in place a process to ensure
implementation and proper maintenance of storm water and urban runoff
control measures for sites associated with construction activity in IV.B. 1 .a.,
including

a. use of qualified personnel to design, install, and maintain BMPs.

b. proper maintenance of BMPs incorporated into private
developments (e.g., through deed restrictions, covenants, conditions
and restrictions (CC&R).

c. proper installation and maintenance of post-construction BMPs.

d. prohibition on grading during the wet season (Oct 15 -Apr 15)
except for emergency action unless adequate erosion and sediment
control measures are in place and maintainezL

4. Permittees shall require the following for demolition/conslruetion activity:

a. Sediment, construction waste and other pollutants from construction
sites and parking areas shall be retained on the site to the
maximum exqent practicable.

b. Any sediments or other materials which are not retained on the site
shall be removed within 24 hours or where determined necessary
by the Director of Department of Public Works, or a designated
representative, a temporary sediment bamer shall be installed.

c. Excavated soil shall be located on the site in a manner that
eliminates the amount of sediments running into the street or
adjoining properties. Soil piles shall be covered until the soil is
either used or removed.

d. Drainage controls shall be utilized as needed, depending on the
extent of proposed grading and topography of the site, including
but not limited to the following:

i. Detention ponds, sediment ponds, or infiltration pits.

ii. Dikes, filter beams or ditches.

iii. Downdrains, chutes or flumes.

iv. Silt fences.

e. No washing of construction or other industrial vehicles shall be
allowed adjacent to a construction site. No water from washing
vehicles on a site is allowed to run off into the City’s storm drain
system.

21

R0032536



f. Roof drainage shall be oriented towards permeable areas on site to
~) maximum extent practicable.

g. Lot drainage shall be oriented towards permeable areas to the
maximum extent practicable.

h. All parking lots shall be designed to contain one inch of
precipitation in a 24 bout period.

i. Runoff from parking lots shall be directed to permeable areas to
the Maximum Extent Practicable.

5. Permittees shall require the following for constm~on activity:

All construction sites in hillside areas or in areas adjacent to
natural water-ways (soft bottom creeks), lakes or the ocean must
develop and implement sedimentation and erosion control plans
that incorporate the following elements: timing of construction,
BMPs to reduce erosion of cleared hillsides (revegetation, jute
netting, etc.), BMPs to reduce the velocity of runoff and sediment
from the construction site, and BMPs to detain the flow of
sediments from the site;

b. As a condition of granting a construction permit, set forth
reasonable limits on the clearing of vegetation from construction
sites, including, but not limited to, regulating the length of time
during which soil may be bare, and, in certain sensitive cases,
prohibiting bare soil.

6. The EAC may seek coverage under this Order, for construction activity
sites listed in III.B. 1 .a. 1 which are owned and operated by Permittees if it:

a. establishes a, procedure for notifying the Regional Board of
construction’activity on sites owned or operated by Permittees;

b. prepares a checklist of construction BMPs using BAT/BCT criteria
for implementation by Permittees at these construction sites;

c. standardizes procedures to ensure implementation of construction
BMPs by Permittees;

d. requires Permittees to prepare and retain site specific Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plans at Permittee construction sites; and

e. establishes a procedure for Permittees to report annually on the
effectiveness of Storm Water Pollution Plans at each construction
site, and certify compliance with this Order.

F. Source Inspection-
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1.
By              Permittees shall submit a schedule for inspection of

construction activity sites in IV.B.I.a. for adequacy of storm water
pollution prevention measures and erosion control measures. The schedule
shall include, for a five year period,

a. all construction activity identified in IV.B.I.a..1, and all
construction activity identified in III.B.l.a.2 and III. B.l.a.3,

2. By                    , Permittees shall develop and impl~nent a
construction activity inspection program. The insp~tion progrnm shall
include, but is not limited to:

a. procedures for construction site impeetions

b. procedures for construction and building industry outreach on
pollution prevention, waste minimization, and storm water quality
management

c. procedures to ensure corrective action is undertaken by non-
complying sites

d. procedures to follow-up on violations of municipal codes

e. procedures for enforcement action against non-complying
construction activity;

i~ f. an electronic recording system to document the status of
construction activity inspections; and,

g. appropriate training for program staff.

3. During inspection of group IV.B.I .a. 1 sites, inspectors shall request to see
a copy of the SWPPP during an inspection. If no SWPPP is available, the
Regional Board shall be notified. In addition, the Permittee may deem it
necessary to report problematic construction sites to the Regional Board.

1. Each year, the Permirtees shall evaluate the results and progress of their
storm’water quality management program for construction activity sites.
The annual report submitted to the Regional Board shall recommend a
strategy for the management of storm water from construction activity sites
for the following year based on

a. priority construction site sources listing
b. priority site inspections
c. priority checklists of stonnwater urban runoff control measures
d. evaluations of structural and treatment control measures
e. special studies and pilot projects needs
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~j~ f. specific site and activity monitoring needs
V/.~

2. The EAC shall make available to the Regional Board the construction | J
activity database developed in IV.B.l.a.1 in the appropriate format when
so requested.

H. Conflicts with Other Mandates ~-~

1. The Permittees shall work with other regulatory agencies and t~port to the
Regional Board on recommendations to resolve any conflicts which are
identified between the provisions of this permit and the req~ents of
other regulatory agencies.

@ n
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September 14, 1995

V. PUBLIC AGENCY REQUIREMENTS

A. Examination of Existing Activities

By          , the Permittees shall develop and begin implera~ntntion of a
program to examine their existing activities and measures deseril~! below to
reduce the impact on stormwater quality from their operations.

B.

1. All reasonable efforts shall be undertaken to keep sewage spills or leaks
from entering the storm drain system. The EAC shall develop procedures
for spill response by

2. Control procedures for identifying, repairing, and remediating sewer
blockages, exfiltration, overflow, and wet weather overflows from the
sewers to the storm drain system shall be implemented to protect
stormwater quality by            These procedures shall include, but
are not limited to, quick field response to overflows, follow-up testing, and
complaint investigation.

3. By           , the Permittees shall insure that field personnel who
operate and/or maintain sewer systems have procedural training for field
screening, sampling, smoke/dye testing, and TV inspection, if appropriate,
to be able to properly investigate any suspect connections or cross
connections to the storm drain system.

C. ¥¢hicle Maintenance/Material Storage Facilities

1. By ~ EAC will develop pollution prevention plans for each public
vehicle maintenance/material storage facility category.. Public vehicle
maintenance/material storage facilities include any Permittee-owned and/or
operated facility in which any of the following occur: vehicle or equipment
maintenance; repair; washing; fueling; and/or any facility at which there
is storage of toxic chemicals or hazardous materials.

2. Best Management Practices (BMPs)

By         , Permirtees will have site specific pollutant control
measures implemented at all vehicle maintenance/material storage
facilities per EAC guidelines, together with an on- site pollution
prevention plan.

b. An3’ BMPs to be implemented must be part of a comprehensive
plan designed to address the various pollutant sources at each
public vehicle maintenance/material storage facility. To achieve
this goal. the Permittees shall first identi~’ the potential pollution
sources and who is responsible tbr implementing the stormwater
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O
management measure.

c. Based on the facility type, management practices and schedule of
implementation shall be developed. BMPs that can be used to
improve the quality of runoff include, but are not limited to:

i. Housekeeping practices;

ii. Material storage control;

iii. Vehicle leak and spill control; and

iv. Illegal dumping control.

d. Loading/Unloading of Materials

i. Employees or contractors of the Permittees who handle
potentially harmful materials shall be trained in good
housekeeping practices to prevent or reduce the discharge
of pollutants to stormwater from outdoor loading/unloading
of materials.

ii. Applicable BMPs shall be selected based on the following
three factors:

~l~ 1. Eliminating exposure of material to rainfall;

2. Checking equipment regularly for leaks; and

3. Containing spills.

e. Material Storage Control

A program shall be developed to prevent or reduce the discharg~
of pollutants to stormwater from outdoor container storage areas
using measures such as:

i. Installing safeguards against accidental releases;

ii. Secondary containment;

iii. Conducting regular inspections; and

iv. Training employees in standard operating procedures and
spill cleanup techniques.

f. Vehicle and Equipment Washing and Maintenance

i.. Washing of vehicles or equipment on-site shall be
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performed in a designated area equipped with an oil/water
separator.

ii.    The sumps and separators shall be maintained/cleaned on a
reguiarly scheduled basis appropriate to the facility.                   ...

iii. BMPs to be implemented as appropriate for vehicle and
equipment n~mtenance shall include but not be limited to:

a. W~te reduction;

b. Use of alternate products;

10[c. Pollution prevention;

d. Recycling; and

e. Spill prevention and clean up.

6. Wa~[¢ Handling and Disposal

Wastes shall be managed to prevent stormwater pollution.

D. Parks and Recreation

O 1. Fertilizers/Pesticides

a.    Permittees shall develop procedures on the proper application of             ~’~
pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers by Procedures
shall include:

i. List of approved pesticides and selected use;

ii. Product and application information;

iii. Equipment use and maintenance procedures; and

iv. Record keeping.

b. Landscape waste shall not be discharged into the storm drain
system.

c, Storage areas for fertilizers and pesticides shall be de;igned and
maimained to reduce exposure to storm~ater, The following BMPs ¯
shall be utilized where appropriate:

i. Store materials inside or under cover on paved surfaces~

ii. Use secondary containment;
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iii. Minimize storage and handling of hazardous materials;

iv. Inspect storage areas regularly.

2.     Facility. Mana_~ement

a. Wash waters cannot be discharged into the storm drain system
without appropriate treatment.

b. Landscape maintenance involving the use of pesticides and
fertilizers shall ensure the proper use of these materials to minimize
loss to storm water.

c. Retention and planting of native vegetation to reduce water,
fertilizer, and pesticide needs shall be encouraged.

d. Use of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) shall be encouraged.

e. A schedule for irrigation and fertilization shall be developed by,
, to minimize:

i. Chemical application during wet season and no chemical
application during storms; and,

~1~
ii. Over wateringpesticides.that may lead to runoff that contains

nutrients and

f. The drainage of commercial/municipal swimming pool water shall
only be discharged under separate Waste Discharge Requirements.

g. Each Permittee shall develop BMPs to minimize trash, debris, and
other pollutants from entering Permittee owned recreational water
bodies by            These measures shall include:

i. Routine trash collection along, on, and!or in, water bodies,
where feasible; and

ii. Public outreach to educate the public about impacts of
illegal dumping.

E. Storm Drain System Operation and Management

1. Inlet Maintenance

BMPs by each Permitlee for effective catch basintobe implemented
cleaning shall include, but not be limited to the following:

a. Basins shal! be inspected and cleaned between May 1 and October
15 of each year;
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~}
b. Between October 15 and April 15, catch basins shall be maintained

as necessary.

c. Records shall be kept of the number of catch basins cleaned; and

d. Track the amount of waste collected.

2. Storm Drain Maintenance

a. Material removed from storm drains and catch basins shall be
disposed of properly.

b. Trash and debris from open channel storrn drains shall be removed
at least annually between May l and October 15 of each year.

c. Open channels shall also be monitored during the rainy season for
any debris buildup and cleaned where needed.

3. Waste Management

The Permit’tees shall implement a program by           , to identify problem
areas of illegal dumping so regular inspection and clean up can maintain the
channel’s optimum capacity and prevent the discharge of contaminants.

4. Dry. weather storm drain diversion

The Permittees shall investigate the feasibility of diverting dry-weather flows from
the storm drain system to POTWs where appropriate. The investigation shall be
completed by

F.

1. Sweeping of curbed

Sweeping of curbed streets shall ~,cur at least monthly.

b. Where feasible, areas generating excessive refuse shall be swept
more frequently.

2. Maintenance

a. Existing saw-cut management and paving practices conducted by
the Perminees shall be evaluated and appropriate control measures
developed.

b. Paving control measures to be considered that would help reduce
the impacts to stormwater include, but are not limited to:

i. Avoid paving during wet weather; and
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~ ii. Store materials away from drainage courses to prevent
pollution of stormwater runoff.

c. Refuse collected shall be transported to appropriate disposal
facilities in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local laws
and regulations.

d. Good housekeeping practices shall be implemented to insure proper
management of any waste products that may be generated during
maintenance activities.

e. To reduce stormwater pollution from concrete materials and wastes:

i. Washout of concrete trucks should be conducted off- or on-
site in designated areas. Do not wash out concrete trucks
into storm drains, open ditches, streets, or streams;

ii. Store materials under cover, away from drainage areas; and

iii. Avoid mixing excess amounts of concrete or cement on-
site.

f. Employees shall be trained in the implementation of good
housekeeping measures. Training shall:

I~ i. Promote a clear understanding of the potential for
maintenance activities to pollute storm water;

ii. Identify solutions (BMPs selection);

1. By,          , the Permirtees shall develop and implement procedures
to assess the impact(s) of new flood management projects on the quality
of receiving water bodies.

2. The Permittees shall undertake pilot projects/studies to determine the
applicability of altered structural flood control system elements to provide
pollutant removal in stormwater.

3. During construction, appropriate BMPs shall be utilized to control
pollutants.

4. Current maintenance activities ~th regards to desilting/sediment removal,
vegetation management, and waste management shall be reviewed to
assuie that appropriate management measures are developed to comply
with the stormwater regulations.

H.    Parking Facilities
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By          , each Permittee shall develop a program to implement periodic
hardscape and catch basin cleaning, in order to reduce concentrations of oil,
grease,suspended particulates, and metals, as well as the petroleum byproducts.
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September 15, 1995 (To be negotiated)

Vl. PUBLIC INFORMATION AND PARTICIPATION

To reach as many Los Angeles County residents as possible, a comprehensive educational
outreach approach shall be undertaken under this permit. Each Permittee shall choose an
appropriate combination of outreach tools ~nd activities to raise public awartm~ of storm
water issues and improve water qt~lity.

Outreach Materials

Outreach programs shall consist of written, audio, and visual materials and, when
necessary, translated into appropriate languages or structured for appropriate ages.
Permittees shall incorporate interactive methods of distributing outreach materials and
provide for public participation in activities developed under this section.

A. Written Material

I. The Permittees shall produce a variety of written materials to convey
information regarding storm water management within County watersheds.

2. Written materials shall include, but are not limited to: flyers, brochures,
door-hangers, newspaper articles, mail-inserts, and newsletters.

B. Audio Material

I. All Permittees shall singularly or collectively utilize radio broadcast public
service announcements to convey information regarding storm water
management except in areas where public access radio stations are not
available.

2. Examples of audio materials include radio advertisements, public service
announcemenu% and informational recordings.

C. Visual Material

1. All Permittees shall implement a catch basin labelling program as well as
other strategies such as banners, displays and posters to educate the public
on the ultimate destination of storm drain system flows.

2. Each Watershed Management Committee shal! produce at least one
informational video. The video shall be show~ on televised public service
stations and cable access programs except in areas where cable access
programs are not available. Further methods of distribution may include
workshops, libraries, etc.

D. Distribution of Materials

Outreach materials shall be made available to the public at appropriate public
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counters and distributed at public events. Examples include fairs, festivals, public
meetings, community events, school assemblies, etc.

General Education Strategy

A. The EAC shall develop and the Permittees shall implement a 5-year. urban runoff
education strategy. The intent of the strategy shall be to enhance public awareness
of the impact of storm water pollution on receiving waters and to discourage
improper waste disposal practices. Outreach efforts shall be conducted throughout
the watershed. The public shall be made aware of their responsibility for both the
problems and solutions to storm water pollution. A watershed-wide program shall
be implemented by

Development and implementation of the education strategy shall be based on the
four objectives listed below:

1. Promoting clear identification and understanding of the problem, including
activities with the potential to pollute storm water;

2. Identifying solutions or applicable measures (Best Management Practices)
that can be taken to prevent storm water pollution;

3. Raising public awareness of the problems and solutions; and

4. Incorporating solutions back into programs, training and BMP
implementation.

B. Effon~ shall be made to identify land uses and activities that have a higher
potential for storm water/urban runoff pollution by focusing on specific pollutants,
disposal practices, materials used, etc. Te prevent storm water/urban runoff
pollution, outreach materials shall be provided on the appropriate selection and
implementation of BMPs accordingly. A watershed-wide program shall be
developed by

1. Pollutant Specific: The reduction of specific pollutants of concern in a
particular watershed shall be addressed in a focused public education and
outreach program.

2. Activity-specific: Activity-specific outreach programs shall be developed
and implemented throughout the watershed. Writlen, audio, or visual
outreach tools should address three primary topics:

a. Identification of activities potentially causing storm water pollution;

b. Implementation of Best Management Practices to prevent storm
water pollution.

c. Recognizing and reporting occurrences of storm water polluting
activities.
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The Permittees shall continue to develop activity-specific outreach
programs that inform residents about the problem of illicit discharges and
dumping and that promote, publicize, and facilitate public reporting of
these activities. The program shall also include continuing operation,
maintenance, and promotion of the county-wide reporting hotline.

C. The Permirtees shall list pertinent City phone numbers under the City government
directory located in the front section of local area phone books. Thi, shall be
updated annually as necessary and shall, at a minimum, include numbers for
reporting on clogged catch basin inlets reporting illegal discharges/dumping and
a general informational number for storm water. These phone numbers may be
city-specific or area-wide.

D. All reasonable efforts to coordinate public outreach efforts shall be undertaken.
This may include coordinating with environmental groups and public agencies
such as the California Coastal Commission, the Department of Beaches and
Harbors, Resource Agencies, etc.

Outreach to Target Audienee~

Permittees shall develop and implement an educational program that stresses pollution
prevention for a variety of audiences, including local residents, school-aged children,
businesses and public employees whose job functions and daily lives may impact storm
water quality. The program may be developed locally or regionally and shall include at
a minimum:

Education on the proper use and disposal of pesticides, herbicides and fertilizers;

Education on the definition of, identification of, and impacts associated with illicit
discharges and procedures for reporting.

Promotion of proper management of and disposal practices for used oil and
hazardous substances.

A. I,ocal Residents

1. Permitlees shall develop a program to educate local residents on types of
household hazardous wastes along with proper management and disposal
methods. The program shall at a minimum include:

a. Information on the availability of collection services, such as
location and schedule;

b. Production of public out’each materials that educate residents on
source reduction and proper disposal methods for household
hazardous wastes; and

c. Continue to encourage residents to recycle of oil, antifreeze, glass,
plastics, batteries, etc. and to prevent the improper disposal of such
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materials to the storm drainage system.

Educational efforts throughout the watershed should also provide residents
with detailed information regarding the Los Angeles County-wide
Household Hazardous Waste Management Program. Other .local programs
shall be advertised as appropriam.

2. Permittees shall develop and encourage watershed residents to Imrticipate
in specific storm water outreach programs. Residents shall be informed of
and provided with the opportunity to share ideas and comments about the
programs. Permittees shall demonstrate that a good faith effort has been
made to outreach to different communities within the watershed. The
watershed-wide outreach program shall be implemented by
This shall at a minimum include:

a. Where applicable for fire and erosion prevention, mowing shall be
encouraged as opposed to disking. An investigation of effectiveness
shall be undertaken.

3. Cooperative Public Outreach

In order to promote public participation, cooperative outreach programs
with local residents shall be developed. These cooperative programs should
foster awareness and identification of storm water pollution issues among
residents in the watershed. Catch basin labelling and other established sign
programs are excellent examples of this type of cooperative effort, as are
events like the "Storm water Pollution Awareness Week." One possibility
for cooperative outreach is an "Adopt-A- "program. Residents can "adopt"
highways, storm drains, catch basins, streams, etc. to ~nonitor, restore and
protect. The purpose of all cooperative outreach programs created is to
inform and involve the public in storm water management.

4. Com~-daint Procedures

Public comments!complaints shall be requested by the Permittees in order
to help gauge the success and effectiveness of storm water programs.

B. K-12 School Children

School children can play an important role in public information and participation
programs, as they are generally more easily motivated and any behavior changes
they make tend to stay with them through adulthood. School children can also
convey storm water pollution prevention messages to other family members.
School programs shall include information on storm drain systems, the difference
between sewers and storm drains, the importance of preventing storm water
po!lution, and may also address, illegal dischar.ees/dumping and reporting
procedures, source minimization, and general pollution prevention. Written
materials !’,vorkbooks and coloring books), videos, assemblies, and field trips are
examples of efl;ective components of a K-12 educational program.
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C.    Businesses

A detailedpublic education and outreach program shall be developed for business
operations with greater potential of discharging pollutants into the storm drain
system. The program shall include employee training on and the effectiveness of
implementing BMPs to reduce nonpoint source pollution. In addition to written,
audio, and visual materials, other possible means of focused outreach may include:
conducting workshops, mass mailings, submitting informational articles to
trade/industry magazines, etc.

D. Public Agencies and Employees

agency employees shall be trained on storm water management andPublic
pollution prevention practices and involve employees on many different levels -
from program managers to field personnel. Training programs shall include, but
are not limited to, articles in City. newsletters, training classes, checklists for field
personnel, and interdepartmental forums or committees. Materials developed for
other audiences may also be used in these public agency employee training
programs. Appropriate public agency employees shall be a’ained in:

I. Emergency spill cleanup procedures.

2. Environmentally sensitive alternative products.

3. Good housekeeping practices.

Permirtees shall provide outreach materials to the general public through
business license renewal counters and!or make efforts to outreach through
professional and business associations. Additionally, Permittees should
consider producing educational materials for professionals and technicians
not employed by public agencies.

on Activity-TypeOutreach Based

A. Industrial/Commercial

A watershed-wide, general outreach program shall be set up by the WMC for all
industrial and commercial facilities potentially discharging to the storm drain
s\,stem. Furthermore. the WMC shall provide specific guidance objectives to these
f~cilities regarding storm water program compliance by           , and inform
and remind all potential commercial and industrial dischargers of their obligations
under the storm water program. The Permittees shall also encourage the proper
disposal of all materials from industrial and commercial sites.

Prior to the \VMC providing specific guidance objectives, subcommittees shall be
established, as needed, to develop specific outrcach materials for industriaL/
commcrcial catc~orics and specific "high priority" activities. This shall include at
a minimum: metal platers, restaurants, vehicle related facilities, etc...
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B.    Construction                                                               V

The Permitteesshall ensure that contractors properly install all necessary post- [ ~
construction, permanent BMPs dunng initial construction and that any necessary
maintenance needed during construction is performed. There shall be specific
programs outlining correct practices.                                                  1,

In an effort to prevent concrete waste from entering the storm drain system,            --
contractors shall observe the following guidelines:

1. Washout of concrete trtu:i~ should be conducted off-site or on-site in
designated area;

10
2. Excess concrete should not be dumped on site; and

3. Employees and subcontractors should be trained in proper concrete waste
management.

Evaluation

The EAC shall develop a process to evaluate the effectiveness of all public outreach U
pro~ams implemented under this permit. Surveys and focus groups are examples of
methods that can be used to gauge a program’s effectiveness. They can also be used to ~-~
provide insight into the program’s direction and to help formulate attainable goals. Results
of any evaluation method used shall indicate the community’s level of awareness of storm
water pollution. A watershed-wide program shall be implemented by
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August 25, 1995    (To be negotiated)

VIII. PROGRAM EVALUATION AND REPORTING

The program may be modified subject to comments received under the Annual Review.

A procedure shall be developed and utilized for program evaluation and ~orting by the
Principal Permittee during the course of this permit. Under this procedure as outlined below, the
EAC shall develop action-specific performance indicators and criteria, perform ewluation of
compliance and effectiveness based on the performance criteria, establish ~hedules and
mechanism for internal record keeping and reporting, and submit semi-annual and annual reports
to the Regional Board using a standardized format.

The EAC, WMC, and/or each Permittee are responsible for collecting data needed for program
evaluation, conducting self-evaluation, and reporting the results of evaluation to the Regional
Board. The results reported to the Regional Board shall include both the collected data and
analysis of the data. The reports shall include detailed explanation on how the evaluations ate
conducted, how and why certain provisions of the permits are met or not met, how the
effectiveness of certain BMPs is determined or is not, and should a problem arise, how it shall
be corrected. The Regional Board will make a compliance determination based on information
submitted under this procedure.

A. Demonstration of Compliance

1. Each Permittee is responsible for demonstrating that the required BMPs as
prescribed under this permit, as well as other BMPs included in the
Watershed Management Plans, are implemented to the "maximum extent
practicable." Each Permittee shall implement the required BMPs to the
maximum extent practicable.

2. The Watershed Management Committees are responsible for demonstrating
the effectiveness of other BMPs through conducting and reporting the
results of pilot/demonstration projects for evaluating the effectiveness of
BMPs in the watershed.

3. The degree and the effectiveness of BMP implementation shall be
evaluated and reported by the Permittees using environmental and/or
administrative indicators whenever possible. When environmental
indicators are not readily and/or easily available, administrative indicators
shall be used. These shall include indicators prescribed under relevant
provisions of this permit, and/or other indicators deemed appropriate by the
Watershed Management Committee, the Executive Advisory Committee,
and/or ultimately the Regional Board. Examples of the quantitative
indicators include "the number of inspections conducted, number of staff
increase, number of audience reached through public education, waste
recycled, water conserved, hazardous waste collected, oil recycled,
catchbasin waste remoxed, etc. Ouantitative indicators of environmental
conditions should also be reported if they can be linked to the effects of
the BMP implementation.
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4. In order to yield comparable results for year to year evaluation on the             V
success, the progress, and/or the failure in BMP implementation, and
comparable results from area to area, a uniform data collection
methodology shall be established for each of the required BMPs. The
uniform data collection methodology shall be developed by the Executive __
Advisory Committee. Subsequently, each report on BMP implementation Lshall provide comparison with the implementation status during the
previous reporting period and the scheduled implementation timeline for
the current and future reporting periods, based on data collected using the
uniform collection methodology.

B. Internal Reporting and Record Keet~ino

- 101. In order to facilitate the preparation of semi-armual and annual reports, the
EAC shall develop standard forms for internal reporting to be used by all
Permittees within the watershed. The forms shall collect all the -
information essential to the preparation of the armual and semi-annual
reports and to the needs of other management actions by the Watershed
Management Committees, EAC, and!or the Permittees. Reported
information shall be quantifiable and specific for each program area and/or
BMP. The dates for submitting the internal reports shall allow sufficient
time for compilation and analysis by the Watershed Management
Committees and/or the EAC for the preparation of semi-annual and annual
reports to the Regional Board.

~]]~}; 2. All records shall be retained by the Permittees for a period of 5 years or
longer as required by the Regional Board or USEPA.

C. Semi-annual and Annual Ret~ort~

¯ 1. Semi-annual Report
~,~

The requirements under VIII.A shall be met by the submittal of semi-
annual and annual reports. Semi-annual reports shall succia~tly summarize
compliance efforts and may consist of simple compliance checklists.
Annual reports shall be comprehensive.

a.    The EAC shall submit a semi-annual progress report to the
Regional Board by           of each year. Semi-annual reports
must be submitted to the Regional Board within 30 days after the
end of the six-month period. These six month periods are Jan-
June. and July - Dec. (TO BE DETERMINED).

b. The semi-annual repon shall serve as a status report on the
progress of the implementation of the Stormwater Management
Plan and other permit provisions. The Watershed Management
Committee is responsible for collecting and compiling information
from each Permittee prior to preparation of the semi-annual report,
and include the compiled intbrmation along with the information
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~l[
analysis into the

c. The semi-annual report shall consist of a summary ruble illustrating
the levels of implementation for all requirements by each Permittee.
Tables shall be developed for each program element listing the
Permittees, describing the status of implementation by each
Permittee of the element, and documenting any modifications of the
element from the standard program.

2. Annual Report

a. The Executive Committee shall submit an armual report to the
Regional Board not more than 60 days after the end of each permit
year (         ). The annual report shall include both a
summary of the progress and status of Stormwater Management
Plan implementation, a summary on status of compliance with all
permit provisions, a report on the evaluation of program
effectiveness, and a summary of recommendations for permit
provision revisions. The Permittees as a whole (within watershed
management areas) shall describe any problems encountered during
implementation and discuss the modifications to the program in
order to solve these problems.

b. The Principal Permittee shall collect, compile, and analyze
information from each Permit~ee within the watershed prior to
preparation of the annual repon. The Watershed Management
Committee shall include the compiled information and its analysis
(instead of raw data or copy of internal reports) in the annual

c. The annual report shall include a summary table illustrating the
levels of implementation for all Permittees. Tables shall be
developed for each program element listing all the participating
Permittees and describing the status of implementation by each
Permittee of the element. A table shall also be included to
summarize the status of the program elements for which the
Watershed Management Committee bears the primary
implementation responsibili~,. Besides summary tables, the report
should provide detailed explanation on any modifications made of
the program elements (delays, changes, etc.) from the standard
provisions and provide an analysis of any problems encountered
during the implementation and the proposed solutions.

d. The annual report shall include an assessment of the effectiveness
of each program elements using the performance evaluation
indicators and criteria developed under Section A of this Chapter,
and the results of the pilot!demonstration projects conducted xsfithin
ancb~or outside the watershed. The findings should be presented
graphically for ease of comparison with the established levels of
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e. A fiscal analysis and budget as described under I.I (Fiscal
Resources) of this Order shall be submitted annually within 30
days of the Budget adoption date for each P~rmitte~.

D. Storm Water Management Plan Revisions L

1. Revisions to provisions of this permit can be made through the order of
the Regional Board. The EAC can recommend and re.quest revisions to
the Stormwater Management Plan through documentation in the annual

2. Recommended revisions shall be supported by the results of a program -/-
evaluation. Recommended revisions to the Stormwater Management Plans
may be made if it can be demonstrated that I) the changes will lead to ....
improvement of the effectiveness of this program, 2) the changes will
result in positive impacts of environmental conditions, and 3) that the
current measures have been implemented to the "Maximum extent
practicable" as defined in Section VIII.A. Any recommended revisions
shall not take effect unless approved by the Executive Officer.

3. Revisions may be made to the Storm Water Management Plans by the
Executive Officer or the Regional Board based upon public input and/or
testimony.
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The Discharger shall comply with the attached Monitoring and Reporting Program, which is part
of this Order, and any revisions or modifications thereto, as ordered by the Executive Officer.

This Order may be modified, revoked, or reissued, prior to the expiration date as follows:

a. To address changed conditions identified in the required technical reports or other
sources deemed significant by the Regional Board;

b. To incorporate applicable requirements or statewide water quality eonla’ol plans
adopted by the State Board or ~mendments to the Basin Plan;

c. To comply with any applicable requirements, guidelines, or regulations issued or
approved under Section 402(p)of the CWA, if the requirement, guideline, or
regulation so issued or approved contains different conditions or additional
requirements not provided for in this Order. The Order as modified or reissued
under this paragraph shall also contain any other requirements of the CWA then
applicable; or

d. Any other Federal or State Laws or Regulations become effective which
necessitate changes.

The issuance of this permit is not intended to, and does not, absolve the Discharger of liability
for conduct which may have constituted a violation of the previous Board Order 90-079
(CA0061654, CI 6948) adopted by this Regional Board on June 18, 1990.

This Order expires on               . The Discharger must submit a complete Report of
Waste Discharge including a revised Storm Water Management Plan in accordance with Title 23,
California Code of Regulations, not later than 180 days in advance of such date as application
for reissuance of waste discharge requirements.

I, Robert P. Ghirelli, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and
correct copy of an order adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los
Angeles Region, on December .__, 1995.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer
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ATTACHMENT A

NPDES STORM WATER PERMIT
WATERSHED MANAGEMENT AREAS

Santa Monica Bay Los An_~eles Ri¥~,r San Gabriel River

Malibu Creek and Other Rural Alhambra - Artesia
Arcadia Azusa

Agoura Hills Bell Baldwin Park
Calabasas Bell Gardens Bellflower
Caltrans B u rba n k Brad bury

Los Angeles County Caltrans Caltrans
Malibu Commerce Cerdtos

Westlake Village Compton Claremont
Ventura County Cudahy Covina

El Monte Diamond Bar
Ballona Creek and Other Glendale Downey

Urban Hidden Hills Duarte
Huntington Park Glendora

Beverly Hills La Canada Flintridge Hawaiian Gardens
Caltrans Long Beach Industry

Culver City Los Angeles Irwindale
El Segundo Los Angeles County La Habra Heights

Hermosa Beach Lynwood La Mirada
Los Angeles Maywood La Puente

Los Angeles County Monrovia La Veme
Manhattan Beach Montebello Lakewood

Palos Verdes Estates Monterey Park Long Beach
Rancho Palos Verdes Paramount Los Angeles County

Redondo Beach Pasadena Norwalk
Rolling Hills Rosemead Pomona

Rolling Hills Estates San Fernando Pico Rivera
Santa Monica San Gabdel San Dimas

West Hollywood San Marino Santa Fe Springs
Sierra Madre Walnut

Dominguez Channel/ Signal Hill West Covina
Los Angeles Harbor Drainage South El Monte Whittier

South Gate
Caltrans South Pasadena Santa Clara River
Carson Temple City

Gardena Vernon Caltrans
Hawthorne Los Angeles County
Ingiewood Santa Clarita
Lawndale

Lomita
Los Angeles

Los Angeles County
Torrance

Italicized agencies are present m more than one watershed.
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SEP    13    ’95    IS:49 FROM WASTE    MGMT-W~TER QLTY TO CRWQCB PAGE.eel

L

TO:     All Pernittee8

FROM: Gary Hildebrand
Los Angeles Coun~.y
Department of Public Works

GZR~RAL N~BTZNG TO DZBCU88 ~ ~DB8 P~T

~leaae ~ in~o~e~ tha~ the second ~eneral ~ee~ing of all
Permi~ees regarding ~e developmen~ of the new Pe~i~ has ~een
rescheduled for SepCem~r 27, 1995 a~ 9:30 a.m. The ~eeting will
be held at ~e conference facility, Los ~geles Co~ty
of ~llc WorMs head~ers. The meeting was initially ~cheduled
for Sep~r 22, 1995, howev~, due ~o conflicts wi~h some of ~he
permi~ negotiation sessions, i~ has ~en re~cheduled to
date.

We will be mailln~ to you the late~ draf~ chapters approximately
two weeks prior to the meeting. Please review ~hese doc~ents
you ~n provide input at ~e meeting.    Simil~ ~o ~e first
meeting, we will ~ accepting ~i~en �o~en~s to be fo~arded ~o
us after the meeting.

If you have any ~es~ions, please call
Fra~ Kuo a~ (818) 458-6989, Monday ~rough Thursday, 7~30 a.m ~o
5:30 p.m.

~:do
~O~CO-P~. ~
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6310 S~m Victor Blvd.. fiuit~ 250

. ....... ;,, ~,]~O~a~ ~ ~ 9~0
u~ ANGELES L

Au~ 4, 1995 ~ _

Regional Water Quality Contml Board
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Los Angeles County Depar0nent of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, California

Comments on the 3ul’~ 21, 1995, Oraf~ Penni~-

We appreciate all the effort that has been put into development of the July Draft of the
new permit (’July Draft"). In many respects the new draft is clearer and better organized.
Below we discuss those areas where we have a concern that the new draft needs to be
strengthened in order to achieve adequate stormwater programs throughout the. county.

One of our principal concerns is ~hat the new permil remain on schedule for adoption
in December 1995. We fear that many cities are delaying further s*ormwatcr program
improvements until adoption of the new permit. While we disagree with this approach, it is
imperative that new guidance in the form of a new permit be issued as soon as possible.

In addition, this timing is critical fo~ a smooth transition into the new permit.
Municipal fiscal years begin in July and city s¢aff will need time to research and design
programs that meet the new permit reqtarements and to develop budgets to take to their city
councils.~ Delays which move the adopuon of the new permit into 1996 may throw off the
liming for gemng budget items approved and programs implemented.

We are also concerned over the loss of de~l in the July Draft. It is evident from our
experience under the existing permit that cities are looking for more guidance, including
~eclfic programs they must implement m order to be in compliance w~th the permit. They

~In these comments we will use the terms "Co-Permirtees" and "City" to include all cilaes,
the County and, where applicable, Caltrans.

:,~’,a~ ~,,,,:,,~ p,,~, 40 Wr~t 2~h Street 1350 Nr.’ "(,,rk A~ N ~,~; 7I 5ttrvnson Street 212 ,~,qmhan~ St, .q,u~tt 203
"’~ "

Nru" "i’ork N,’k’ Xi~r~. lOPl l D,’ash:~,~’~.’n ~C 23005 San .r-ranc~s~¢. CA 94105 Han,’/uiu Hau,m ~ 9c’813

212 ,"27-27,~0 202 7Y3-r,q’~O 415 777-0220 F&~ 533-I075
~.ax 212 727-I773 ~a2 202 7S3-5917 .ga.x 4]5 495-5990 ,c~ 80.~ 52I-b841
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expect the new permit to provide this guidance For example, in requiring Co-Perminees to
establish legal authority to carry out their tCPDES obligations, the new permit mus~ make
clear tha~ the Co-Permittees mum adopt a storrnwater ordinance that covers designated areas.
Simply requinng cities to "certify sh~t they have legal authority" leaves too much room for
interpretation and will lead to the same situation we have today where cities rely upon
exasnng authority that is in fact inadeq~te.

Further, if a requirement is to be set by the permit, it should be placed in the permit,
not the gmdance document. The guidance document should be viewed only as a tool to aid a
city in implementing the new permit’s provisions. The permit should make clear the role of

for this provision could contain items such as an outline for a model ordinance, sample
ocdinances from other cities, and a ~aeddist like the sample included in the draft permit (but
more comprehensive):

Another key issue is the establishmmt of sufficiently short-term deadlines for the
various new permit provisions. The Fe6~ta~ Draft contained many 1995 or January 1996
deadlines. We hope the nex~ &aft will similarly contain short deadlines. Since many. of the
proposed new permit requirements are the same as those required under the exislLng permit,
the short-term deadlines should be easy fo~ cities now in compliance to meet. Cities which
have lagged in implementing their stormwater programs must be forced to come into
compliance quickly -- since they already had up to five years in which to obtain compliance
under the exi~ng permit. Further, the cities that are behind should be able (and encouraged)
to borrow from other cities and therefore speed up their implementation..

In cases where the ability of rise Co-Permittees to carry out their programs is
dependent upon the completion of another task, it is particularly important to keep the
deadlines short. For instance, the provision requiring the EAC to develop a watershed-wide
program must be done w~thin the first six months a~ter the new permit is adopted to reduce
the delay in gemng the Co-Permitters to unplement the program within the first year. We
can clearly anticipate the Co-Permittees c~ring the lack of a watershed plan from the EAC as
an excuse for not having a parncular pro~anL

A final concern of a general na~ure i,~ that the new draYt permit contmn a provision
staung that in order for the Co-Permitters to be in compliance w~th the new permit, they must
be In compliance w~th the ex~s~ng permit. One version of this requirement was in section "
VIE(A)(5) of the February Draft. A similar proxasion is essential for successful operation of
the new permit Otherwise, cities that have continued to avoid compliance wth the existing
permit w~ll gain an unfair advantage over those cities that have worked hard to come into
compliance. The new permlt will also need to incorporate ~ose requirements of the existing
permit for phases II and ILl which have not come due.
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!]_ ]PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

In the Principal Permit~ee section, ~he requirement for conducting receiving water
impact studies has been deleted. We assume this. essential provision will be moved to the
monitoring section of the new permit.                    ’

The July Draft has reassigned many tasks to the EAC or the Principal Permittee that in
the February Draftfell under the responsibility of the Co-Permittees. This shift may have the
effect of distancing the Co-Permittees from direct accountability for implementing programs
required by the new permit. It is important that each Co-Permittee understand that it retains
full responsibility for implemenun~ an adequate stormwater program -cities cannot merely
rely upon the County or the EAC to develop their programs.

Additionally, shifting to the Principal Permirtee the task of developing BMPs for all
clues eliminates responsibility from the cities for enhancing those BMPs in case they are not
sufficient. The Principal Permirtee’s role instead should be to provide model programs and
BM:Ps to the Co-Perminees as guidance for enhancing the Co-Permi~ees’ own programS.

Accordingly, the minimum base]me BMPs mus~ be listed in the new permit. NRDC
and Heal the Bay have developed what we believe should be the minimum list for inclusion
in the Legal Authority section. This list has been provided to the draft permit organizing
con~mi~tee. Similar lists of "minimum" baseline BMPs will need to he incorporated ir~o the
other new permit sections.

With regard to the Legal Authority section in the current draft permit, probably the
most apparent deficiency is the lack of a clear requirement for a "stormwater ordinance" as
the vehicle for legal authority. Indeed, the July Draft adds a new provision specifically
allowing a "combination" of statutes, ordinances, and permits, among other documents, to
prowde the necessary legal authority. We urge that this provision be deleted and instead a
single stormwater ordinance he required. This document would make the intentions,
obligations, and procedures of a city clear to everyone and would serve as an educational tool
for city staff. We should note, though, that this reqmrement would still allow the ciw to
amend various codes (e.g., the Building & Safety Code) as part of its umfying stormwater
ordinance.

We support the concept of a Legal Authority checklist. The checklist will need to be
expanded, though, as additional minimum legal authority requirements are spelled out.

II1_ ILLICIT DISCHARGES                                 ..

Th.e July Draft does not contain many important specifics for the required minimum
illicit coanect~on program that hacl been included in the February Draft (indeed, we were
concerned that the February. Draft was too general). For example, there is no longer a section
prowding for mtmmum elements of systems inspections. This section in the February Draft
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for addressing inspections in smaller systems that use pumping stationsincludedd~rections
and larger systems through a field screening program.

Instead, the July Draft relies upon the EAC to develop a watershed-wide program with
standard procedures. First, the permit should not fully rely upon the EAC to develop this
program. Rather, the new permit mus~ contmn specific minimum requirements for this
program - either in the permit or in the gmdance document. Second, to the extent the HAC
will develop the program, the development must be placed on a short tim~line bec~mse its
development could delay implemen~atmn of new programs by Co-Permit~ees. Third, the
program developed by the EAC mu~ allow for some variation among Co-Permittees based on
size, characteristics, etc., and allow for Co-Permittees to implemenl programs that go beyond
the minimum.

Fourth; there needs to be a provision tn the new permit for public comment and review
of the EAC’s proposal. The Permit must also make crystal clear (which it does not) that the
EAC program, once approved, must be implemented by all Co-Penmttees.

Additionally, there is no longer a section specifying Public Outreach provisions. We
assume this sec~on will be combined into an overall public education/otra’each section. We
look forward to the new permit containing very specific public outreach requirements,
including targeting of certain indusmes and populations (e.g., gardeners, consumers,
restaurams, auto-related businesses, industries and contractors).

IV. PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR INDUSTRIAL/COMMERCIAL SOURCI~

Our primary concern over the indusmal/commercial section of the July Draft is that it
has been substantially weakened from’the February draft. While some specific provisions
could be redirected to the guidance document, others, including minimum requirements for
inspections, required use of inspection checklists, and required identification of pollutant
sources m~u~ be included as requirements of the new permit. Indeed, the Regional Board may
want to develop acceptable Checklists as part of its guidance document

In addition, the provision in scion HI(A)(I) that industrial/commercial facilities be
inspected once every five yezrs is totally in.equate. While perhaps low risk facilities could
be ~nspected less frequently, the general rule should be that yearly inspections are required.
Moreover, the July Draft does not make clear whether all or only the priority facilities must
be respected dunng this five-year interval.

The July Draft a!so must be revised to require (as the February Draft did) that the C0-
Permittees identify which facilities are subject to the s~ate industrial ~ormwater perrmt and
whether or not they have filed an NOI. This should be part of the reqtared database that
must be developed pursuant ~o SeclJon IR (A)(2) of the July Draft

This section of the July Draft also con~ans much weaker reqmred reporting and
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training procedures. The section from the February Draft on inspections contained many vital
provisions which should be included in the new permit. Specifically, permit requirements
must include a list of which facilities should get inspe~ed, inspe~on frequent, mandatory
inspector u’aining, the use of inspec~on checklists, implementation deadlines; reporting
requirements, and follow-up inspections.

Training should be required to cover all employees responsible for implementing any
pan of a Co-Perminee’s smrmwater program or whose ~rk otherwise may have an impa~ on
stormwater runoff. The July Draf~ inappropriately reduces fl~is requirement to cover
inspection ~ only.. Strengthening these waining requirements is essentia] to the new
permit’s success"

We reco~m~e that thi~ scion ~$ ~ll ~ ~e d~velopment ~e. We o~er the
following comments.

We support the provisions in the July Draft that add stormwater quality impa~s to the
CEQA checklist. We also support the provisions that require evidence of developers/owners
being covered by the state construcuon stormwater permit prior to issuing any permits and
that there be integration of stormwater management issues into existing plarming mechanisms.

However, a serious defect in the July Draft is that the provision requiring review and
evaluauon of whether a developer!s SWPPP is adequate has been removed since the Februasy
Dr~Ct. We believe that review of the SWPPP is important in order for the Co-Permittee’s staff
to understand what steps will be taken to control erosion and other stormwater impacts on the
construction site. Our experience has shown that there simply are not that many projects over
five acres in a given jurisdiction and, in any event, city staff are already closely involved in
rewevang developers’ plans.

Accordingly, this requirement not only would involve minimal burden to the Co-
Permit~ees, but would in most cases make the job of the plan checkers and inspectors easier
by providing necessary additional information. Moreover, w: urge that the permit require the
Co-Permittees to adopt reqmrements covering sites under five acres, including the
development and review of written stormwater plans for those sites.

Requiring the development by the Co-Perrnittees of lists of current consu’uction
actiwties wth~n their junschctions is another favorable addition to the July Draft. We also
support many of the new requirements incorporated into the July Draft, including ~ose
encouraging developers to maximize pervious surfaces and include treatment consols in their
pro~ects, for the required rna~ntenance of BMPs in private developments, and for requinng
that contractors install post-construction B]VIPs. While these ~e useful provisions, more
det~ul needs to be added either to these provisions or into the guidance document.
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Indeed, at the same time some of the positive changes were made to the
construction/developmentsection, much detail was lost from the Februa~" Draft. Details ~
contained in the February Draft, such as requinng the use of inspection checklists and a list of
BMPs should be put back into the new permit. Further, separating out consmt~ion
requirements from new and redevelopment requirements may make. sense.

We recognize that many of the new and redevelopment requirements will be added to
the permit as pan of the.minimum requirements for legal authority. We urge that.the Co-
Permmees be required to adopt ordinances mandating the submittal and approval of a written
plan for mitigating u~e impacts of new/redevelopment on stormwater runoff, as is now
required by the Cities of Santa Monica, Beverly Hills, Hermosa Beach, and El Segundo. We
believe review of a written plan as well as the establishment of minimum requirements are the
bes~ tools for regulating new and redevelopment.

In addition, the provision in the February draf~ that required the evaluation ~f the
feasibility of retrofitting existing development as part of a redevelopment project - either as a
study or on a project by .projectbasis- should be put back in the new drafL

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please call if you have any
que~ons or would like to discuss any of our comments further.

Sincerely,

Gall Ruderman Feuer
Senior Attorney

Maribel M~in
Senior Rese~¢h ~ci~¢
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DATE j
O

TO: Robert D. Pedigo
Hydraulic/Water Conservation Division

Lynn D. Nichoison
Materials Engineering Division

Ken E. Weary
Traffic and Lighting Division

~ Fred Rubin
Waste M~ag~ent Division

Bri~ Hooper
Wa~e~orks ~d Sewer Main~ance Division

Division

  v slon
~: Dave Y~hara

Pla~ing Division

Please review and provide co~ents on the a~tached

?~ur ~o~en~s snoulC be ~. zne fo~ ~f ~araqrapns zna~ can be
~ncorpora~ec in a response ie~ter ~o the Leac Agency.

We would appreciate your co~ents as soon as ~ossibie, bu~ no later
:nan    ~ / ~/ / ~. if you cannot mee~ t~is ceacline, contact
Kr~stln Dooiey a~ Extension 4335. If we fail ~o mee~ the Ceadline,
’:~e law �oes nou re~ire ~e LeaC Agency uo aa~ess our co~en~s in
~he~r enviro~ental doc~ent.

?lease include the n~e of a contact person ~n vcur Div~slon with
i/our cc~en~s.                                             -

--    ~,en~s, ~lease contact"$ik Bapna from ~ne Plannzng 21visIOn a~ Ex~enszcn 4363.

FO~. 2
my/P-4

Attach.

:z: ?!arming ihrant)
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City of Malibu

Such a m~e ~y
I res~y r~u~t ~y ~ ~en~ yo~ o~ may have re~g
es~blis~ent of

I have enclo~d a d~ent ~om Momson
regarding the implemen~on of the sanctu~. I wo~d appreciate a r~
founded to the address above by July 31, 1995. ~a~ ~.u for your co~en~ ~d

Inte~ ~m~t to City M~ager
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~ORRISON & FOERSTER

PALO ALTO                                        SU~ ~KD
50~’DO,W

""AL~ ~SK                          LOS A.%’CELE5. C~ ~13-10~4                      ~USSELS                            ~

March 27, 1995 :’~’~ (2!3) 892-54~0

Hr. Davi~ N. Carma~y              ""-:’.-
City Manager
City of Malibu
23555 Civic Cent-er Way
Ha!ibu, California 90265-48S5

Re: Establishmen~ of a ~ ~ ~’ ~a__n_ Sanctuary.

Dear Mr. Carmany:

~s discussed ~.;~:h you d,,-~-= our brief mee:ing ~
October 1994, be!ow o!ease fin~ Save Our Coasz’s oroDosa!
for the es~ab!ishmen~ of a =arine sanctuary off ~e ~oast of

-::T~ODUCTS2:.;

Based uoon our iiscussions wi:h ~.!s. Jo’y’ce
?arker-Boz’/ilnsk! from your office, ~" ~s our uncerszanein~
zna~ ~he C~sv ~s working ~h the Sta~e Lands Commission
("SLC") ~o resolve ~o ~ssu ......_ e su_.,u ...... the anne:<a~ion

suo ........ offshore lands an~ the ": .... ~---~ - :
seaward boundary of the City. Save Our Coast has supported,
and continues to support, the annexation of the submerged
offshore lands. As you know, ~hese lands were orig!nal!y
intended to be part of the City, but unforzunate!v were not
annexed during the C~ty’s incorporation in 1991. As a
result the , =~_=", suom__c_o ofishore lands ccn[~nue to = ~art of
-~= County of Los ~.... .~qc___s. Fro~ Save Our Coast’s
!~scuss~ons with the SLC, it uniers~ands that the of:shore
lands, w~’~= annexed to 5he Countv of Los ~c=~=s nave
mean granted to t~= County and -~=~: -¯ --                     ~ ..... ~o.e remain suDDect to
"~= SLC s ~ur~sdlc,_~n .As d~scussed furt~ ....

’[91{) 322-r84!.

?z:~- ! c," "’
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MOR~Zso~ & Foz~sTz~

Mr. David N. Carmany
March 27, 1995
Pace_ Two

Cit’¢’s failure to annex :ine offshore lands complicates the
~_~t’z’s ability_ to establish a m_rin_
w~ reouire the i~v~v=m=~-     "    ...............
Los

Save Our Coast’s proposal is divided into four
ma3or Darts    First Save Our Coast exDiains the un~cu~
characteristics of the Ma!ibu coastline and waters and why
they warrant protection through the estab!ishmen~ of a
marine sanctuary. To ~hat end, we have a~ached as
Appendix A various articles and o~her information that

" "
document the negative impacts tha~ certain ocean activities
have had on the marine ~= along ~he Halibu coast.

Second, Save Our Coas~ describes and analyzes the
three principal legal options available to
establishment of a    ~ =_ ma__n, sanctuary under Cal
!aw: (i) a refuge established by special legislation;
(~)__ an eco!ogical reserve es~ab~__sho~ by -h_~-=                      Ca__~o.nla~: ~ "
Fish & Game Commission ("FGC"); and (~) a refute set uo
through ~h= SLC.

mh~-d, based ucon ou9 a~.-!vsis of zhe !ega~
parameters and certain ~rac~!-=].      " ,-_ consi!__-[~ons=~=          , __�=v=_ Our
Coasz recommends ~o essa~lish a marzne sanczuar/ by special
!egis!a;ion.

Four=h, Save Cur
for the Ci-v ~o consider ~n eat ~" ~:~
2.n Cec~- 4 "~ :he "    . ....~. , Save,_m_n~..~ orcmesaz cD~:~-~-.~s Our Coasm has
a~tenDted to Daianc= ~[s desire 50 provide
Droc=~[~on for t~= un~cue m’ri.._ =~-,~ ~ =-" off he Ci ’
coast ~..,i~h th= nee/ ~o acccmnodate ,_r~a~n =.._s~_..g human
uses of che area.

DISCUSSION

~ Reasons for a v ~ Sanc... : .a_ ~.,_ tuarv.

Ha!ibu’s coastal ~,’a~ers are b~o!ccica~!y, un~cu=_ . _. A

..... ’ "~ .... sea!,s .... v=~.    For examoie -%= .. =x ~,,_: -, Ga__a .... cur which has
mean deaf{hated as a :hrea=ene/ species under California

aw, is =oun~ "~ ;,:a]iDu ~,aters.     As
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Black Rail, which is considered a threatened bird under
California law, depends UDOn the Ha!ibu coastal waters for
its survival.3     "        "

!n addition to animals that are specifically
protected under California !aw, Ma!ibu also is home to
several species that are prosected under federal law. For
example, numerous species of whales, ~nc~,,~ the Gray
Whale, Sei Whale, Finback Whale, Blue Whale, Humpback Whale,
and Sperm Whale, have been sighted off the coast of Malibu.
Also the......... y protected SouShern Sea Ot~ers and
Northern Sea Lions can still be observed in Ma!ibu waters,

u..,o_tu,.=~__v have become more
infrequent.4

Further, there are numerous other marine mam~a~’,
such as various types of dolphins and sea turtles, that are
found in Ma!ibu coas~a! wa~ers. While these marine mammals
have not yet been designated as threatened or endangered
species, Save Our Coast believes that the establishment of a
marine sanctuary a!ong the Maiibu coast wil! he!D ensure

-̄ ~    ~=~=         -as      -- never           to ..... ~_ s~ch a
ceszgnation.

Additionally, ~=-                        ......... v birds, such as’ ~= Brown
Peiican, :he Common Leon, varzcus tl.~es of culls and the
:.e~:ern San/Di;_r, ca.. ^= =Dumb arzun/ :.:alto,    A!l cf lh_s~
~:ris i-~_ni upon :me neai/h of :he :.!a!zhi czar:a! waters.
Aspca from mammals -..i elrds, th= ’-~=]~-" coas:=~ ~’aters =re
home 1o numercus fish -n: :n’-’-r:eorales as .,e’, as ke!p
:orests. ~[elo is a sea plane 5nat affects the c~mplete
~na_.. of �=a i~== and t~= ke!~ foresss provide an exce!lent
~abilat =~ a w~de var:ezv of fish -~ -~-,= r-_-r~tes.5

Last but not least, along the 2~ ml!e Malibu coast
there are numerous seasonal tidepoo!s, including those at
Matador Beach, Lec~uza Beach, Leo Car~!o Beach, Paradise
Cove Escondido Beach and Tivo!~ Cove s_ tipepools,cne can find a host cf ~D=cies that are t~icai!v

~     40 ’Code of Fed

:~ ~:ate Beach
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in intertidal zones, such as clams and certain
invertebrates.~

in summary, :he make-up of ~he fauna and flora of
the Ma!ibu coastal region is so uniaue and imDor:ant that
warrants a certain degree of Drotec{ion from ~uman and other
damaging environmental influences. The plant and animal
life off the Ma!ibu coas~ is similar to
certain parts of Orange County that have !ong been pro~ec~ed
as marine sanctuaries.7 !n order to ~rant the Malibu
coasta! region similar protection, Save Our Coast strongly
ur=es the City to work with

~u~,.o__.___s
Our Coast wi!! be an ac~’ve p-:zzic:Dan5 in this process and
o_oz_~_ support 5o [he Cilv in pursuing this endeavor,
particularly wizh resDec[ to ~mDql=r~on of -~._ necessary
scientific background informatio~ and the draftq~c of t~=
legislative bi!l¯

B ODtions for a Sanctuary Under
California Law.

-o~!ons for the es~a~!-s--=~ of a n__z.._ sanc~uar... ,,~h=r
Za!ifornia law.

_ec" = , = ....

a . O.’e r’." £ e-..z

A marine sanctuar.z can be
--:- ~ation und__ the Ca!z:o~a =’sh & Ga~e Cod= ...hZch
provides =or t~= ==--~ "- -’
refuges: mama refuces, :’sh refumes, fowl r_fu-_s, cua£!
r-fuges, c~am refuges and mar:me {~f= re:uges.~-:~ camera!

-
~ Leo Carrz!!o Stu!’/ a- Table _.

:each e~t.-..<ave se.er£_ -£rzne sa~cl,arzes .is ,.e_i, there
is a marine sanctuarv

~=- Fzsh L Sara ?:/e ~ LIE::    ’-"ass it/ica:ef
: " " : ......
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plant life, a fish refuge protects only fish and amphibia, a
clam reserve protects on!y clams, and a game reserve
protecus only birds an= mammals.9

The California Fish & Game Code appears to envision
that different t.vpes of species will be protected in
distinct refuges. The Code ~tself expressly recognizes only
one exception, namely, the establishment of a fish and game
refuge, protecting fish as well as birds and mammals.10
However, there is nothing in the Code that would orohibit
the establishment of a refuge that protects two o~ more
types of wildlife. Thus, it would be en~ire!v aoorooriate
for the City to request the estaD!is~ment of ~ r~ug~ that
protects fish, clams, game and marine life.

T’._n= California Fish & Game Code se~s forth a
limited number of generic principles chat govern al!
refuges.!! The generic principles can be, and often are,
modified or supplemented by provisions in the soecial
legislation tha~ establishes a particular reserve. While
Save Our Coast does not intend to enumerate al! of the

~ ........... p. ov_s_ons, ~5 wi]~ h~ch]~ght a few provisions that
likely would be of si~nifican~ ~n~ere5~ to ~he City.

First, the FGC exercises contro! over all mammalsand birds in any came refute and over a~ fish ~ any f~sb

permittee [o "carry, use, ant possess ~.!5nzn any refuge,
firearms, traps cr olh__ contrlvanc s for ~akln~ birds

w!thinmammalS’anvfiSh-~z,,°r=amon~z!a"!3 or 50 lake any such animals.... g~.     Third, the FGC can authorize the
Department lo issue "al/itiona! re~u!a~icns not in conflict
with any law for the protection of birds, mammals, fish,

9    ~§ !0500(a). (c) , (f) and (~) ; Discussions w~th Robson
A. Co!l’ns, >~ar~ne Resources Supervisor, ~eDar~ment of Fish
& Game, (~!5) ~53-~69.          "              "

!0 5 10509

-- § 10502

12 § 10502 a)

!3 "~§ 2532,{=) and ’c~
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amphibia, and marine ~÷o within any refuge.’’i4 Fourth, any
.... r_ aDD!icaD!e tostatutory and regulatory DrOv_s_o~.s ~ha5 = = ..

the particular Fish & Game District in which the refuge is
located, also aDDiv tO ~he refute unless t~=v conf!~zt
refuge-specific provisions.!5 Fifth, the general
regulations applicable to a!l refuges are enforceable not
on!y by the Department, but also bv fine "district attorney,
sh=~f=-__ ~, and al! peace, offices of ~h_~ = county in which the
refuge or part thereof is situated ..... ;,16

In addition to these cen=~a~ orinzioles the
specia! legislation that establishes a particular refuge
cften contains provisions that =-= -aiiorei 5owards the
unique needs of the area in which the refuge is being
_s~__s.._o. :n Save Our Coast s opinmon mna~ is one of the
orincio!e advantages of a l,g_sl_~_v, refuge.

b.    Examoles.

For examD!e the San Diego Marine :.~= co÷
which was established in 1957, protects invertebrates and
~arine plant l~÷= ~rom any ta~ing, e:.:ceDt ~ha~ the

California ~s allowed :o ta:<e such
"~= r_fu~_ for scientific purposes.L7 Similar!v, the -...... ,.a__ne Science Center >:at!he Life o=~-=, ~.,n~cn

o~ner ~aklngs of :isn and ~arlne pian-s in 5h= refuge.!9

Severa! other refuges established in Southern
~so t=t:=~ advantace cf zi._ flexibility

!nheren[ ...... ~ se~z~n~ u~ -==uc=s,_ -nrou[n~ soeciai                            __~=g~s~=tion, __
For examole    -~= -~,-= ~ 4~= ~=:,,c=~ "~ :=c,~a Beach
Ne~,~ort ==~_-_.., ...... Do~t Fermi~, South L=c,,~a .... Beach, Dana Point,

§ ;0502(d) .

7 § !065~; se~ a~so ~ 10902 (bsundar=es o: the re~ . ) .

!8 5§ !0502.5, 1.3555; se__~e a!so ~ 10922 ,Soundar!es of the
relume~,

R0032573



MORRISON & FO£~SZ£R

Mr. David N. Carmany
March 27, 1995
?age Seven

Niguel, irvine Coast and Dohenv Beach exoressly permit the
Laking of certain t:~es of "fiSh, mo!!us~s, and
crustaceans         under the authority of a sportfishing
license", while prohibiting the taking of any fish not
enumerated or any other form of aquatic !ire.20

c. ~rotection of Marine Mamma~$

Most refuges ar_o limited to orotect certain fish,
clams, marine plant life and invertebrates, and do not
expressly address the protection of marine mammals. Under
California law, marine mammals include "sea otters, whales,
dolphins, porpoises, seals and sea !ions."21 Save Our Coast
is concerned about the protection of marine mammals and
believes that-any sanctuary along the Ma!ibu coast should
expressly address the protection of marine mamma!s.22 Save
Our Coast is mindful of possible oreemotion by federal law
and proposes to address the proteCtion’of marine mammals in
a manner that is consistent with federa! law.

Save Our Coast has_e,..~_4"=~-~f~=d__    two      California game
-:fuces that address the protection of ma__~.~ mammals:

C=__~o_n_a S=: Otter Gaze ~:: ~ .._~uc .... ~.on~__~y and SanLuis Obispo Counties and (ii) "he F:--~!on isianls Game
..-°:fuc:_ .... ~ San Francisco County.23 ~= .... special.            -
that established ~ne Farra!!cn islands Game Re~uc: ~ 197!
a:,:mress~, crohihlzs fisr.ermen fret ~akL-c ":-"

Such a O!anke: star: !aw pronioition against the
takino~ of c,r-!an= ~ marlne mammals now
:.a__n, Mammals 9rotec~cn Act.iS The ~edera! law

20 § !0~64.

21 § 4500 (c) .

22 Se___~e Cit’v cf Ma~bu ~ ~ ~2-88 --.    O ..... a .... Nos. and 93 151
g the recognition ef the zmcor~an~ roles of marine

mammals along ~he >!a!ihu coast and --= City’s support for
-~e coals :- ~:    =~ : - --xo__ss__ :n the f ~ ~-i :-:ar:-= :’:amnals Protection
Act of 1972.

23 §§ 10840, 10843.

25 L5 U S.- u --~- ~
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sDecif!cal!y provide~ that "[n]o State may enforce, or
attempt to enforce, any Scat= law or reou!ation rela~ing
~he taking of any species         of _ari._ mamma] ~ ’n° - within
State .... ,,2~ Althouch_ ~=           ~’~-~=.=-~._ Mammals Protection Act
generally prohibits the taking of marine mammals, it
provides for a ~ =" -~ ~’ ~__mlt_~, vet ._ou= .... g, exception for- ma__~_
mammals °’~aken incidentailv :n ~he course of commercial
fishing operations.-27 California law has expressly
recognized Congress’ intent to preempt state laws regarding
the taking of marine mammals an~ prohibits the taking of
marine mammals on!v to the extent consistent with federal
!aw.2S Accordingly, Save Our Coast believes that any
prohibition on the takin~ of marine mammals in a man’no
sanctuary off the coast of Ma!ibu would have ~o be simi!ar!v
limited.                                                                  "

in an ~ffort to protect ~ ~ ~ _.... a__n_ mammals further than
%he federal law, but consistent -~ ..... ........ ~th, California !aw
now bans the use of gill nets and trammel nets 29
Natural!v, th~s - ~’ ~-~                             "- .    ..- p-o..-~_~,on only applies to ocean waters
over wh!ch the sta~= has jurisdiction, i.e., ~hree miles
offshore, and not to ocean waters over which <he federa!
government has ]urisdiction.30

the ki!!inc of marine mammals (:’.’-:m" =or ~--~=~tal

of c’~! and -ramme! -~:s ~-.:[hzn the :brae r:!e cone should
pro’,’:de some ~rc’ec:zsn for :£rine :£r.ma!s. Save O,gr Coast

__v_s, =    _ _    5nc!udes--- ~.o~;_ %nat a r_fuse %ha= e:.:press]v
protection, of m-ri~._=    ~= mammals would incr_-se== such protection
becaus=_ _~[ would raise                          .Dub!it a~,a’ ~:~:ss of the issue and

25 i~ U.S.C. § !379(a)

27 16 U.S.C. § !37!(a) 2).

Ca!. Const. Art. XB

30 Vietnamese Fisher,an .L.~’n of :.~£rLca v Caiiforni~
=’=" : <:-=    :’: = <’FP    ":::    "47£ ~N.D.Ca!.
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because it would allow loca! law enforcement to participate
in the enforcement.                                    -        -

in order to establish any ~voe of legislativerefuge, the City and Save Our Coa~t ~uld have to work with
the City’s State Legislators namely, Senator Hayden and
Assembl~woman Kuehl, to sponsor such a bill. in order to
convince the Legislators of the need to establish a refuge
off the coast of Malibu, the City should be PreDated to make
a formal proposa! that includes scientzfic b~ck~round
information to explain the need for a refuge, enforcemen~
provisions and an explanation regard!no the budgetary
impact.                                       ~                -

While the politica! climate s:il! seems receptive
to environmental protection measures, Save Our Coast does
expect some opposition from sources that are interested in
parsicula~ developments along the Ma!ibu Coast that would be
incompatible wzth the creation of a ~arlne sanctuary.    For
example, ~he planned development at Paradise Cove, which
curren~!v ~,,d=s a harDor a~4 = ho~e!

....... --- - , ...... / would not becomoauib!e w~th th= es~aD!isnmen: of = ha_!.._ sanctuary
D-D.:.c_no on u~= seaward boundary of ~= mari~._ sanc~uarv

nay De cppositlon from com~erciai fishlnc

from r.cr._~_o,.=_ --s~.. ~ and boasin~

=     Assessment of Es~aD!~ ~- . _s ...... = Lecis!atzv...
Refute.

The 1-g_sla~_v_ re D.OV_O_ t    City with
significant f!exibi!itv regar~in~ the t.vpe of restrictions
that are ammroDrlate for the City. ~_n additional advantage

c-_at_~.g a refuge ~hrough a legis!a~ive bill is tha~ ~he
~rocess should no~ -~

.................... v__w under theCailfornla Env!ronmenta! Qual~[y Control Act ("CEQA,,) .31

-, g.v_n .... szcnlfican: budcet cues
: "-    . o .... r    _    torya :ecls!at!ve bil! may ac:uai!’! acccmDi_sn [he creation of a

sanctuary, faster than c-~=~ cmticns that ....... = =

< i~378 (b) (2) , see s!s~ 5£ Css Ca!. .:-:iv Sen. 8!5
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ac:ion or approval by a commission such as ~he FGC or the
SLC.32       --                              ,

Save Our Coast .tas had several iiscussions with
individuals involved in :he expansion of the legislative
refuge in Laguna Beach. .According to Senator Bergerson’s
office, the refuge bill, once drafted, was approved bv the
Legislature within four months.33              ""         "

Clearly, the timing for the establishment of a
refuge in Malibu would differ because it would involve the
es~ab!ishmen~ of a brand-new, rather than an expanded,
refuge and because the City would, ~._v_ 5o resolve the
issues surrounding its seaward’ mou ..... v. Specifical!v, the
City would no~ be able -o~ recues~. -h_~= es~ab!ishmen~ of a
__ _    ~_v_ refuge on (s_~m__~_o and o~shore) !and ~hat
no~ within its boundary, if -i._ City is      in no~
to complete the annexation process of such land,
have to work closely with ~he County of Los ~_nge!es and the
SLC ~o establish a refuge.

2. Eco!o=ica! Reserve.

a Ov~ _ v _ _ w.

ODtSOn for ~ne Ci~v :s to es:ab!ish =~seconi
:colcgicai reserve ~hrouca ~ne
9_n ecological reserve &s /efinee as :~ilows:

i-nd= - ~ land=-nC ,;a~er -r_a-
d:~c~=r:~___=.._, ...... as =~ =cciog~cai reserve

D,_s_n~__          does not address the
]urisdiction and possib!:_ invo!- ~_m
Coassa! Commission. As ~he agency w~th jurisdiction over

development and uses of coas~a! areas and summerged
lands, the California Coasca! Commission will play, at a
mln!mum, an advlsorv ro!e Ca!. PuD. Res. Code

es:ablzshment o: a r.arzne sanc:uarv -=ou~-=d ..... on-no_s=    =to ~he

23 Dzscusszons wztn Ms £oiie’/ ’.’eaie from Senator
B~r~rson s office (~) ~40-1137

24 ~
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"i._~-= commission [FGC] pursuant to Section
15~0 and ~hat are to be preserved in a
natural condition, or which a_re to be
provided some level of protection as
determined by the commission [FGC] for
the benefit of the general public to
observe native flora and fauna and for
scientific scudy or research.35

Based upon this definition, an eco!ogical reserve
can be established to preserve the natura! condition of land
and water areas or toD_OV_e_.~ ~ "~ approoriate.            _~eve!s of
protection for such areas. Under
regu!a~ions relating to ecologica! reserves, such reserves
generally protect all forms of wildlife within the reserve.
Thus, in contras~ ~o :he dl_£___nt’~’~= zypes of legislative
refuges, an ecologica! reserve by definition is not limited
to the pro~ection of a par~icu!~r form of wildlife.

~= Deoartment°s ~eneral rezulations regarding
-co_o=_ca_ reserves are -x~_m__v s:ringen~ and do not lend
themselves CO a semi-urbanized c~asz!ine like ~!a!ibu’s. !n
par~icu!ar, ~he regu!a[~ons limit cr orohibi~ access Go the
reserve, reszric~ various
reserve,., such as use of motor vehicles, swimming, horsebazk
rzcznz, boazlng, introluction of soecies, feeding of

a~rcraf-~.     F&sn~nc, is 9-rm_-teC=    ~ onlv from snore an~ any
commercial.            .       - ..... ~sh~n~z ms            __,z__~__~nmm]=-=~y prchibitei, unless
otherwise expressly oer..m~tted by zhe Comm!ssion.3~
Co!!etS!on of samples for scientific and research ourDoses
can ~= /one pursuant to a Commission sermi~.37     " "

Thus, the general reou!aticns c!ear!v limit or
prcn~o~5 a wide array of activities 5hat have been
traditional!y enjoyed by Zhe residents and visitors of the
City. For example, swimming, boating, surfing and fishing
=~=--- ac-’v~=s~ ..... that many Malibu resi!en[s and visitors
engage in on a regular ~asis and
prohibited. As such0 any ecoic:~ca! reserve would have to
be tailored ~o meet the C~ty’s needs.

3~ 14 Ca! Ceie of Rags. § ~30{a} (i)-!21).

37 _4 Ca! 2sie of .--.e--s~ _~§ 630~a)~21 650.

A~ene~ ke,m 13
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b.    Examo!~.

Notwithstanding the general regulations, the
Department has established ecological reserves :hac impose
far less stringent requirements, in ocher words, just as
refuges established by specia! legislation are specifically
tai!ored to a particular area, so are eco!ogical reserves
es~ao!ished by ~he Department.

For example, in the Farnsworth Bank Eco!ogi~a!
Reserve off ~he coast of Santa Ca~a!ina island the ~aking of
purple cora! or geological specimens is prohibited; however,
el! o5her general res~rics&ons are exoressiv made
inapp!icab!e.38

The UDDer New-9. ort Bay Ecological = ..... in..... s__~_     Orange
County allows fishing from boats and from shore, wading
collect clams, swimming in certain~-r_-==s, boating_ subjec~
a five miles per hour speed.        _~_m_~,, and wa~t:~z~ and         no_’ ~s
riding in designated areas. Furthermore, it permits the
County of Orange to perform i~s munic~pa! du~es without any

cart\, cu~ management ac~ivis~e~ for :ish
and wildlife, f!oe/ ccn~roi and

shall not ~e !~m~,=~ ~o use of
vegetal&on control, water consro! an5 use
of associated equipment.39

.qno:her ecoic~ica! reserve [ha[ ccn-s~ns
restr~c:!ons that may be appropriate for :he C:sy is the
Carmel Bay Eco!o~ical Reserve in Mon:erev Couns’/. !n
reserve, sportfisning is permitted from boacs as we!! as
from shore Swlmmlng, boating :~ s~n¯ , sur .... ~,         and SCHWA
__v_      =re ~erm!tted in the                                            =~-~.tlr_= reserve, lnver=ebra~es,
2owever nay no~ be tan_n ~r ees~rovei and he!D
is suo]ect to certain !imitations.40                           -
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.,~S_Z’V~S

While the Code only.provides.for "i._~-= establishment
of ecological reserves, the Department has also established
so-called "reserves". A "reserve" is an area in which the
Department has prohibited the taking of certain limited
types of fish or other marine life pursuant to its general
regulatory authority.~l For examole0 the Deoartmen~ has
prohibited the taking of any form-of marine ~ife a~ the
Lover’s Cove Reserve off th~ coast of Santa Ca~a!ina
island ~2 As well the Deoarrment has ~ " ~’ 4 ~"¯ "            ,        .              p-on_~_t_o the taking
of marine plant life and invertebrates at the Point Loma
Reserve in San Diego County.~3 Consecuen~!v, the Point Loma
Reserve effectively provides the eoui~a!en~’orotec~ion as a
marine life refuge estab!isned by ~oecia! !e~is!ation.

d.    procedure.

In order to establish an eco!ogica! reserve, ~he
City would have to make a proposal, supported bv re!evan~
documensanion to the FGC. Such a mrooosa! is Drobab!v
s_m__ar in form and conten[ ~o the oroDosa!, submi~sed to the
Legislature to crea~e a legislative refuge. As a regu!atorv
agency,. ~he FGC wou!5 be recuired to co_ ~hrouch an
envlronmen~al i~oacS, analysis                 un,,,’ A~ CEQA        orion,       to
estab!is~-~ an     =co~oc~ca!-    - _- reserve or a "si~o!e reserve."~

:n aeC:-i:n, :.:e :e.p. ar::en: ~ou!i nave :o acoulre
the area in which [o estaoi~sh ~ne = ~ ~ -: "_c~_og_c=_ reserve.~5
Thus, the Deoarumenu ~t’=~v ~’ouid ~cq~,__=    "’-= uhe    == at__ from the
SLC =~th=r ..... in form of a cran~,        , suDject 5o                      __~_s~-~ !afire
action, or in form of a !ong-[erm___-_~===.

4Z ~§ 200, 205.

¯ 42 !~ Ca!. Code cf Rags. § 27.40.

~3 !4 Ca! Ccie of ~e~s. ~ 27.EC.

~’~ "~ Cal Pub. Res . ,~ . . Code ~§ Z!00! i 210~3, 21080.
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" Le. Assessment of Es:ab!ishinc an
Reserve.

Save Our Coast does noc perceive any additional
flexibility or protection associated wi~h th= establishmen~
of an ecological resei-ve by ~he Deparzmen~ tha~ are not also
availab!e through the estabiishmen~ of a !egislative refuge.

10in addition, this option presents numerous significant
disadvantages. First, ~he requiremen~ of an environmenra!
review process under CEQA would be ~ime-consuming and costly
to the City. Second, the Department has been and continues
to be understaffed, which could !ead to delays in the
estaD!ishmen~ of the reserve. Third, the Department’s
acquisition, or long-term lease of ~h_~ = area would actively
~nvolve ~he SLC an_~d ~ne Legis!a~ure, which could lead to
further delays.

3. SLC Sanctuary.
~_~

a.     Overview.

The third poten~ia! option for the City is to
establish a marine sanctuary t~rough ~he SLC ("SLC
Sanctuary") . There is very lizzie precedent for the
=~aD!isnment-- of such a sanctuary. ~ased uoon our
discussions ~..’i~h SLC s~aff, we have concluded tha~ t~= SLC               ~_~
¯ ..ouid on!..,’. ~uzccr[.. -;e_ - =s;a~l~s;.~e~-- -~ ~ :" " Sanczuar}- zf
the FGZ supported such action.4~ in ~ther .:ords, ;: the
?’SO, ~.,nicn zs ch-rc~d=    = with             -~ne :r~:_c::c~.=       ~ cf ~,,~d],:=_~ .... did
not support the est-~ ~ = - -=___s~.m_n~ of = marine sanctuary, the SLC
iike!v would not proceed wi~h

By ?.’av ~: ’- ~:- -~’ ~ "    - _...c_usive=-..~.~-~.o, ~e SL/ exercises =-" ~
]urisdicsion over al! submer~ed lands in California,
Inc!udin= tzdeiands, bays, estuaries and a!! !and below the
mean.._c,.~ tide line, uniess such lands have been cranked to
other =~tities_.. by soecla!                                 --_~°c~s~=tion .... 47            ~

The SLC holds such lands suc~ecz to a muDlic trust              -
recuirement .;~, ~.._c.. means that any activities that the SLC
approves for the Land ~ust he for -n:= cood o: the community

lease state lands that would oznerwzs= be under its

Discussions ~.ith Curtis
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jurisdiction to a county, a city, a private entity or
another government agency                               "

If the SLC {ranis ~he land, ~he SLC most often
makes grants for ~ __m_ted Durp. oses, thereby re~aining partial
authority .... over the land.4~ Simi]a~v., if the SLC leases the
land, !t usually leases the land for certain purposes and
retains rights over the land. For example, the SLC has
leased state lands to the Department fo} ~he establishment
of certain wildlife areas in ~he past.

b.    Examples.

As indicated above, there is little precedent to
support z~= use of a SLC grant as
broad-based SLC sanctuary. The only SLC sancsuary that we
have been able to locate involves a 1968 gran~ to the City
of Palos Verdes Estates. The !968 gran~, which amended a
1963 grant, includes the following purposes:

preservation of in~ertida! and subtida!
,-a_:.._ mio!ogica! reserves, deve!opmen[
of ha--ra] trails, and~ u    _                             -..
for su_~_,g and other wa[er sports
subject %o California Fish & Game Code
-hi ~h= natural beauty related %hereto.49

na’.;iz=c:on, nermor, elf;oft, ni~nwa?’s and
D~__c_n~s an~ recrea[ion, marinas,

restaurants and motels, etc.-S0 Thus,
Verdes Estat__=~ holds a grant -o-" t~° 5urmcses cf
establishing a commerc!ai harbor and___a~_d~=~ -= O_’=v=]__ODm_~.tS=~ as
we~1__ as for the ~urDoses.    . of O__S__Vi~.c~= °~

NO one at the City of Palos V~’= -_a_s Estates has any
workin~ knowledge of the sanctuary or now -t is being
administered, in fac<, accord~nm
sanctuary covers oniv a t~ny port,on cf "’-= 4.~ m~!es of
shoreline ~,~Iv~ ~ ~he         . gran~    ~nzs :nforma[ion has been

48 Ca!. Pue. Res. Code ~ 6324.

49 See A~endix C.

50
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SLC, which a!so indicated thatconfirmed by the
_ -- .DurDose. Of :~.._ ~ranc was ~o es=ablish a harbor ano

re!aced facilities.

c. Procedure

in order to receive a grant from the SLC for the
establishment of a SLC Sanctuary, legislative action is
required. Thus, the City would have to contact its local
State Legislators, i.e., Senator Harden or Assembl~woman
Kueh!, and solicit support for a bii!. The proposal for a
legislative ~rant would have to ~ - ~ "~    -°~ p_ov_~_ s~£~_c ....
scientific information to al!ow the SLC to find that the
grant would be consistent with its. Dub!it trust obligations
and ~o allow t~e FGC ~o support ~= creation of a marine
sanctuary. In addition, ~he Cizy, in its capacity as the
proposed grantee, must submit to the SLC and ~he legislature
a general plan for th~ use of the area tha~ i~

s_..,s to havegranted, together with ~he review and comments of other
interested sta~e agencies, such as the California Coastal
C°mmissi°ndl

ic appears ~ha~ ~h~s process is v=~,." ~4 ~ ~..... . -- ¯ -_m__a_ tO ~.._process ~=~=                                                     ¯ssarv to establish = !otis!at,,-= reserve
..o ......., ~=~= are several important, differ_~.c_s.=~ = z~._rst,
L~= establishment of a SLC ~=~--,,- ..... = ~ .onarv

....... . zri~er~n~ en’.’ircnm_~.Lal..... w on!zga~ons under CEQA. Second, a legislative gran~
o: £and usual!y is faZr!v controversial_ =-nd ~n’!oi’,’es hz~h_r
__v__s of ~egisiaclve scrutiny.

!n order to r___iv_ a ~==se, a ~=~4~=,~v= b41~ is
not necessary..    As zndic--_/=~= adore, th=.- SLC has leased
lands co t~ Depart~en~ ~o establish wild~÷= ~efuges. As
in t~ case of an actual grant, ho _v__, the SLC ~koly
would !ook towards the FGC to d~_r~/~._~ =    ~= whether                 the creation
of a SLC Sanctuary was aDDroori=5=. Simi!ar!v, an
environmental ~= ~a "    -...... v__w process under CEQA would’be recuired.

.Assessment o: Esteblishi~c a SLC
Sanz/uarv.

.Although a _~,. sanctuary arguab!v provides
and local ccnzrol, :he
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O
of such a sanctuary involves numerous administrative

L
hurdles. First, there is little precedent to Support the
use of a SLC ~rant or lease to establish a sanctuary. Thus,
the °stablishment probably would --’= ~=~, more time ~han theother two options. Second, the SiC would work c!oselv with
the FGC and, possibly also, with the legislature. Th~s, the
City would have to coordinate with two regulatory agencies
as well as the State Legislature. Third, the other two
we!l-tested options aooear to meet adequately the current

10and immediate needs oYthe marine environment off the City’s
coast. Four~h, ~he establishment of a SLC Sanctuary
possibly would trigger some leve! of environmen~a! review
under CEQA.

C. Save-Our Coast’s Recommendation.

Based UDon our analysis of- t,_ lega! and oractical
considerations outlined above, Save Our Coast recommends
~ha~ ~he City establish a refuge through special

i.    Size and Boundaries.

As to the size and boundaries of the proposed
mar~.ne sanctuarv, Save Our Coast ~r,.-~l~.,..... ~ .... . ~.;ou!d .... ~o seethe entire 9~ m~]= coas~ ~ =....... n_ of ~-!a~zu ~rotec[ed. As wel!,

However, Save Our Coast r-,=znizes znat .certain
exist~n~ uses of particu!ar Portions of -h_ ~.!allbu coast
!ine may not ~= compatible ~i~h ~he establishment of a
marzne sanc~uar-/    This !/ke!v ~.ou~i De the c--~ w~zh retard
to the current wastewa~er outfai!s from the Tap~a sewage
treatment plant along Flalibu Creek. i5 is Save Our Coast’s
intent to work with the City in de-~ ~

~-.--n_n_    the precisebouniaries and to minimiz= conf!ict ~,ith -h=~~ o ..... esuab!ished
p-o~__tion for a!l forms of marine life.

arly, Save Out Coas~ recognizes that ~he
e;<te~smtn ~o ~he fu!! three miles may ramse c~os~[mon from
com~ercla" =~ __s~.&~.c .... =rests as ~,e!l as recreau&cna! boating

proceed in sta~es b’¢ firs~ estao~’sn~n~ a sanctuary that
extends cn!v sty=re! hu~6~ ===- :        ¯     .       ".............. ea~.ara aria !azer
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Furthermore, most already established-refuges do
not extend offshore for :n_= ....=u~ three miles    For examo!e.     ,
~= seaward boundary of -n_ Lacuna Beach.... .     , - _ .I___ne Life Refuge
is ~00 feet into the Pac:f~c Ocean from -L,~= mean high
!ine.52 The seaward ~oun~ary of the Dana Poin~ Marine Life
Refuge is 1,200 f=-~,,- ~rcn the mean high tide line 53 Even
the California Sea Otter Game Refuge appeers to ex~end less
than one mile into the ocean.54 For your convenience, we
have attached the mos~ recent co!lec~ion of maps of refuges
and reserves established in Southern Californiao55 Based
upon %he types of refuges and reset-yes that have been
established, it is clear that the establishment of a reserve
ex~end&ng ~!.r_=~ =_ ...... s out would trigger significant
legislative scrutiny that may not se~¢e the speedy
establishment of a refuge off tho coas~ of Maiibu.

Moreover, the establishment of a r£fuge c!oser to
the coast may also make the enforcement of the refuge
easier. For examo!e, our discussions with the City of
Laguna Beach’s staff reveal that Laguna Beach enforces its
sanctuary. =-t~-=]v from the coast                                             , without ~!._-~ use of boats
ani on!v. with -i.-~= occasiona! he!D from t-=’ Deoarcment                       ’ s
-=c~o-=~ off~ce ~ Lonc 3each?5~" Na-,.-a~v successful
enforcement of a refute that extends %he ~’~ -hr__~    == miles
offshore would require ~he use of Ooa~s, which may be
iifficuit ~o accomolish for bud~etar.," and other reasons.

!n Dr~ef, Save Our Coast is ":err ~ucn ~nceresced
v__cp_..~ a i_~!=!a~~’’= cro~osa!

~na~ can De accomDi~snee iu~inc -he n=x5
session.

2.    Budget.

Recognizing the City’s s~rained resources, Save Our
Coast would __~_ to provide some preliminary information

52 § 10904.

~ § 10907.

54 § 20840.

55 Appendix D.

Agenda l!e.,-n 13
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regarding the costs of maintaining a sanctuary. This
information is primarily based upon Save Our Coast’s
discussions with the City of Laguna Beach. While the City’s
organizational s~ructures differ from those found in Lagu~a
Beach, Save Our Coast believes that this infol-mation is
useful and can serve as the basis for further discussions
within the City as wel! as with the State Legislators,
regulatory agencies and ~he County of Los Angeles.

The Laguna Beach refuge is not a separate budget
term for the city. !n particular the enforcement
oblioations =~= performed by loca! peace and marine officers
as well as Depar~men~ officers (on a limited basis). The
signage to mark the refuge Zs.es~abiished and maintained by
the municipal-services department as Dart of its regular
service functions.                       "

D. Prooosed Res~rictiog~.

As indicated throughout this letter, Save Our Coas~
proposes to es~ab!ish a marine sanctuary in the form of a
~egislative refuge that would- ma__ne mammals fish
clams, ~ ~- , ~, i ’ ’-nve_~ebrates and ma__n_ D!ant life. In order to
provide the City with Save Cur C~asc’s i~eas regarding the
proposed restrictions, i~ sets forth severa! restrictions
De!ow.

-.    F=sn~n~ ~f -he fc:iow=n~
sport, fishing                       __~cense as authorized unde
Fish & Game ~ "~ is~ee_     ~erm!tz__: [To be determined.)

2.    Taking of the following ty~es of clams and
invertebrates zs permin%ed: [?o be c=’=~n_c.]o "

3.    Taking of aquazlc life for scientific purposes
as authorized under the California Fish & Game Code is
permitted.

4.    Taking of all other kinds of aquatic life,
~nc!udin~ fish, clams and sea D]a~t5,_.. iS         p-o.._~_~_d.

5.    Taking, kil!in~ and any t’~e of harassment ofand extensive ~nteraction w~th~,,ar_n_~ ~ mamma~s ~s prohibited.

57 !f sea ~’~ wfullv removed.... m ~s _a -:.c ..... r_.t    existinc
_eases, £ave ~&r Esas- Lrc~oses -s -a.<e an e:,:ce~-on for
suc~ leases, Sut :o pron!D~t the gran:~n~ cf ne~ leases,
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Swimmin=, surfing, snorkeling, diving, are
permitted.               ~

7.    Wa!kinc and runnino a!ong the beach
permitted.             "

8.    Boating is permitted but subject to a soeedlimit of 5 miles per houri                                   "

9.    Jet skiing, water skiing and similar types of
water sports are prohibited.

CONCLUSION

Save Our Coast bodes that this analysis provides
the .necessary legal framework for -~= City ~o begin actively
considering the estab!ishmen~ of a !egis!~tive refuge.
Save Our Coast expects to participate in this endeavor, bu~
believes ~hat it is imoerative for ~n= City to ~a:,~ the

a~_v_ to deve!op a consensus posi~on among the
e!ec~orate    Save Our Coast has ~,~-     con¯ . ....... ous     ~acts withmar~n= bioioc~s~s and -~=- "

sci=~-~s[s who have indicatedthe!r wi!!incness to oar~c&Dat= ~ como~]~-    he¯ - - - . ....... ~.c t necessary-c-en~zf~c - -~ ’ backcround ~-’_ria! on - .- - ~= = Dro bo~o basis.

assis~ :he S~a~e LecZslagors :o ~rs:~e the s~eedv
es~ao!isn~ent ~f a !ezis~--~-.= " "_ -=.~-,,- refuge, u: is necessary
provide an -~-=ahv /raf~ed iegzsia::-;= ~{~ [o either
Senator ia’vien or Asse~!p~oman ~"

Once the Cit’/ hascomplete/ 2:s in!tial revne~ process an: approved
estaDlishmen: of a legis!ative re~u~e, Save Cur Coas: would
be g!ad to assist the Ci~v in draft:hi such a hi!!. For
your convenience, Save Our Coast has included a copy of the
~=c~s]ative bi!~ that extended t~= Lacuna Beach and ~he
South Lacuna Beach I~arine ~.~ m=~ .... ~ 58
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Save Our Coast !ooks very much forward-~o workingwith ~he City in making a broad-based marine sanctuary a
reality in Malibu. --f you need further information, please
contact Mary Framp~on at (310) 457-2205.

Very truly yours.,      ~

Enclosures

i
cc: Ms. Hary Framp~on

Laurie Ze!on, Esq.

PL~ASE ?.’OTE: EXHIBIT~ A-Z ARE A’¢AI~.ABLE FRO~..I THE CITY CLERK.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

,oo sou~ ~REMONT
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91803-133|

IIAR.RY W. 5"roN~ Di~a~,                                 Te~: ADDI~ ALL COIt,~POHI~ TO:

ALHAMBRA, CAL~O,~ILA 91~02-14~                _

June 14, 1995
w~. ~o ,~ A - 0 .,.,----

Ms. Catherine Tyrrell
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Ms. Tyrrell:

PHASE II AND III MONITORING PROGRAM

Enclosed is a copy of the April 4, 1995 draft letter from
Mr. Ghirelli to Mr. Stone concerning the status of implementation
of our monitoring program action items.    We have handwritten
comments next to each point raised in the draft letter. Also
enclosed are detailed comments on the draft letter.

After you and your staff have reviewed our comments, we would like
to meet and resolve any remaining concerns. Please contact me at
(818) 458-4014 to set up a meeting at our mutual convenience.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Deputy r

DLW:djm

Enc.
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Harry Stone. Dirtctor,
County. of Los Angel~
Department of Public Worim
900 South Fremom
Alhambra. CA 91803-1331

SUBMITTAL OF PROPOSED STORMWATER/URBAN RUNOI~ MONITORING-
PROGRAM FOR PItASES II & m (NPDES File N~. CA~0616.~4, CI 694g, Botrd Ord~
No. 90-079)

We have received your March 15, 1995, letter regarding the status of progress on impl~
of monitonng program action items. We have discussed the relevance of these action itet~ to
the Phase II and III Proposed Stormwater/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program at our February 23,
and IViargh 23, 1995, meetiag~. The key points of tlmse ~ot~ m’~:                 _.

1. Action Item (g.), Submit a r~ised monitod~g prom-am for Pb_~ II and III
in,’ludes all _~m_m’am elements with timelines for development and implementation-
not been accomplished. Per our discussions, you are r~luir~ to submit a revi~i
momtoring program that includes all elements of the tentative Cease and Desist
of September. 1994. The revised monitoring pmgr’~ must

.~a<. A definition of monitoring as it applies to the proposed program;

~o. The goal and objectives of the proposed monitoring program: .~ e’/:�

,/,,2, A de iled timeline development of a monito,’mg .etwo   ./insm o,,
~--z~t)/ of the monitorin¢, ~qu~ment. the testing of the monitoring/equipment.

A detailed timeline for the modeling of pollutant loads from the proposed
momtonng stations in the Phase [I and Phase III areas;

sources of s~cific pollumms m storrnwater ~nd urban r~noff in the Phase lI and

R0032590



_. ~[~o    ,,/f. )A de~iled timeline tbr ~e implemen~tion of a pmg~ to ev~te B~

~__e:lt~l ~#~ -
~ement P~cuce effecuveness. ~e progr~ m~i include ~e m~olo~
for e[feciiveness evd~Uon. We would lik~ to

Ad~fion~ly, ~e Pro~sed Stormier/Urban R~ff Monitoring Pro~

If you ~ve ~y qu~o~ ~g o~ co~ on
Monitoring Pro~am, pl~ ~1 m~ at (213) 2~7510 or ~ve yo~ ~ C~ T~
at (213) 266-7515 or M~k P~ord at (213) 26&7596.

ROBERT P. G~LLI, D.~v.
~xecutive 0~
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MAILING LIST

Jorge Le6n, Office of the Chief Counsel. State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto. Regulatory. Section. Division of Water Quality, State Water Resourg~

Control Board
Michael Kahoe, Assistant Secreutry,, California Environmental Protection Ag~y
Catherine Kuhlman, Chief. Permits and Compliance Branch, United Stat~ Environm~mlal

Protection Agency, Region 9
Dave Yamahara, Assistant Deputy Director, Waste Management Division, County

Angeles. Department of Public Works
Jim Noyes. Waste Management Division, County of Los Angel~s,

Deparanent of Public Works
Gary Hildebrand, Waste Management Division, County of Los Angeles,

Department of Public Works
Phil Richardson, Storm Water Management Division, Bu~au of Enginecring,

City of Los Angeles
Co-p~rmi~z~
Bill Paznoukas, California Department of Fish and Game
Santa Momca Bay Restoration Project, Technical Advisory Commitm¢
Mark Gold, Executive Director, Heal the Bay
Everett DeLano, Natural R~sources I~fen.s¢ Council
Lisa Well, American Ochres Campaign
Gordon LaBedz, Surfrider Foundation
Jim Danza, Technical Advisory Committre, Friends of the Los Angeles River

.
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ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1.    Estimation of annual pollutant loading

The "early permit" did not clearly state it as a monitoring requiremenL The R~giontl
Board later made it clear (2nd yr. review) partly base~n recommendation of the
SMBRP design. The Regional Board also specificall~ r~luired the Cotmw to a)
select methodology and models and 13) add more monitoring stations. All these
are necessary in order to obtain reliable loading estimates.

the SMBRP TAC (regarding loading estimate methodology and
QA/QC requimnem)

2. Momtoring for long term trend

Tracking long-term trend is one of the reasons for estimating annual pollutant lmdin~
Therefore, it probably needs not to be singled out as a monitoring objective seperal~
from estimation of annual loading. All it requires is to have representative molfitot’~g
stations fixed for a long period of time anda valid statistical method (as ~ in
the LARWQCB’s 2nd yr. review).

~: State it as part of the objective for estimating annual pollutai~
loading, Incorporate the requirements in Regional Board’s 2nd
yr review into the new permit.

3. Pollution source identification~

The "early permit" clearly stated this as a momtoring requirement. In the following
years, the County has interpreted it as to idemify problematic land uses, while the
Regional Board has moved a step further by requiring pilotJmodel program to identify
problematic establishments and activities. It was argued that this could be achieved
through on-site momtormg and other tools such as the one to be developed by the
SMBRP. However, whether they should be pan of the ambient monitoring program
is debatable.

Recommend~tion_~: Retain source identification as a movitoring objective. ~Requi~
the County to conduct monitoring to assess pollutant
ch~.racu:nstics and esttmam loads from typical land uses.
Require co-perm~rtees to utilize information generated under the
land-use specific moni’.or:ng to conduct t~rgeted pilot/model
projects ~o identify problemattc estat31ishmen~ and activities, If
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applicable, thes~ pilo~/mod~l projects can b~ ~ddressed ~ V
o~cr prog~ �lemen~.

0
Eval~on of BMP effective~ss

~s obj~tive w~ no~ ad~essed
p~ me~ for eval~g
However, momw~g

~: S~
~em o~y

Ident~ication of illicit discharge

The two requirement~ (3.1.1 and 3.1.3) in the "early permit" have earned
confusion. LAC-DI’W has interpreted the two as the tame requirement, and
propose to full’all the requirements by a plan of procedures to conduct storm
drain ~ons and field screenin~./testing. The Re~onal Board has maintained
that besides establishin~ the procedure under 3..1.3, identification of illicit
dischar~ should also be an objective of the monitori~ pro~am. The RegJs8~
Board also made it clear that in order to meet this objective, the County’s
monitoring program should include selected screening indicator parameters,
flexible locations of monitoring stations, and other relevant components
(LARWQCB 2rid yr. review).

Recommendatlong: Keep identification of illicit discharge as an objective of the
monitoring pro~’am to encourage the LAC-DPW to
incorporate indicators in the suite of monitoring p~
that are helpful in detecting and tracking illicit discharge.

Avoid describing identification of Elicit discharge as a
"monitoring program." (It is a monitoring objective that
can be achieved by incorporating certain monitoring
components.)

Require that the procedures to conduct storm drain
inspections to include a protocol for responding to indications
of Elicit discharges detected under the monitoring program.
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6. Evaluation of storm water impacts

This is not stated as an objective in the "early permit." However, this is an area that
need to be greatly enhanced.

]~,,~2~I~ll~,S: Incorporate earlier Regional Board requirements (2rid yr,
review) in the new permit. Also adopt the recommendations of
th~ SMBRP TAC (e.g. participating research pmjec~ to �ondn~
sediment survey)

© - n
U
n
U
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COMMENTS ON DRAFT LETTER DATED APRIL 4, 1995 FROM
DR, ROBERT GHXRELLI

SUBMITTAL OF PROPOSED STORMWATER URBAN/RUNOFF MONITORING PROGRAM
FOR PHASES II AND Ill

The following are my comments on the key points of discussion as
outlined in the letter.

Commen~s

l.f Trying to assess BMP effectiveness has been one of the
most controversial elements of the Stormwater Program for
the last five years.     Because of the hydrologic
variability that occurs in storm events, it has been
found to be very difficult to utilize in the pipe water
quality monitoring to assess the effectiveness of non-
structural BMPs. The variations in intensity, duration,
and aerial distribution of storm events over a watershed
greatly effect the level of a constituent found in the
runoff from that watershed. They impact the constituent
level to such a great extent, that it is very difficult
in the short-term to determine whether or not the change
in a constituent present in the runoff from stoznn to
storm was a result of a BMP implemented in that watera~
or merely because of the variations in storm events.
Because of this difficulty, what we have proposed to the
Regional Water Board is a non-tradltlonal monitoring
approach to assess BMP effectiveness.    This is an
approach that is being utilized by the other stormwater
programs in the State. For the 13 baseline BMPs proposed
by the Regional Water Board, we have developed a uniform
data collection format to compile some key information on
the implementation of these BMPs to be able to assess
how well they are being implemented.

For example, one of the 13 baseline BMPs is household
hazardous waste collection. For this BMP we will collect
information such as the nu~er of round-ups held per
year, the quantity of the various materials collected at
these round-ups, and the costs of these round-ups. This
information will be looked at from year-to-year to
assess how well we are implementing the round-up program.
If we see an increase in the amount of materials that are
being collected and in the attendance of the event, we
can then conclude that we are doing an effective Job in
improving the application of this BMP. This approach
has been utilized for all the other baseline BMPs. This
methodology was developed and included in our January 12,
1995 submittal to the Regional Water Board.

We have contacted every other major stormwater program in
California to determine whether or not they have been
able to develop a program to specifically assess BMP
effectiveness, including its impacts on improving the
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quallty of storm runoff. None of them have been able to
come up with such a program. The City of Sacramento is
compiling information from surveys they conducted last
year regarding any special studies that the stormwater
programs across the State ~re doing. This will help us
in determining whether or not any special studies for
individual BMPs are being done to address this issue.
The other stormwater programs are merely reporting on the
implementation of their BMPs to the Regional Water Board
using the approach described previously.     IS this
approach is acceptable to the Regional Water B~ar~, we
could develop a tlmellne.

l.g In response to this Item we have proposed our storm draln
inspectlon program where by we will systematlcally
inspect all of our storm drain facilities for presence of
illegal discharges. We have discussed with the Reglo.al
Water Board that we will be conducting, over the years,
a complete inspection of our storm drain system. The new
underground crew being established in Flood Maintenance
will be performing this task.

The Regional Water Board has indicated that they desire
us to do a field screening process in our storm drain
system to prlorltlze which areas should be inspected
first. What this would entail would be going through
major channel system and collecting discharge samples
from a11 of the dry weather flowlng storm drains
discharge to the major channel system and have the
results analyzed for the presence of various
constituents.      Then utilize that information to
prioritlze the order in which we conduct inspections of
our underground drainage system.

We have two options in approaching this issue: i) since
we have committed that we will conduct an entire
inspection of our system, the added expense to conduct
such a screening process may not be warranted since
ultimately we will inspect every single one of our storm
drain facilities; or 2) if we wish to prioritize the
storm drain inspections, conducting such a screening will
provide that information if there was concern on our part
that we would wish to inspect certain facilities over
another based on the possible presence of any illicit
discharges.

One thing that has been evidenced though is that many
illicit discharges are very short duration, small volume,
and performing such a field screening may not necessarily
detect the presence of these sporadic low volume
discharges. The evidence of discharges will most likely
only be seen through the physical inspection of the storm
drain into which they directly discharge by examining the
direct connection to that storm drain facility. In telnns
of developing a timeline for this Item, at this point,
looking at the fact that this is a very new endeavor for
us, I believe that the most we could do is propose to the
Regional Water Board a listing of which storm ~rains will
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be inspected and in what order and until such time as we
gain more experience in conducting these inspections. We
can then begin to attach time frames to these
inspections, but at this point I think it is to premature
to commit that we will complete inspections of certain
facilities in a certain time frame until we have a better
handle on the inspection process.

l.h        This element of the program was addressed through the RFP
we advertised in December of last year regardlmg the
hiring of a consultant to evaluate what is needed to
conduct such a program to evaluate stormwater and dry
weather flow impacts on receiving waters. As you know,
the RFP was advertised in December with the bid period
closing February i, 1995. Since that time we have had a
number of discussions regarding how to proceed on this
RFP. There has been a concern on the part of Department
Administration that assessing this situation ks the
responsibility of the Regional Water Board. Jim Noyes in
the past has mentioned that he wishes to discuss this
matter with Robert Ghlrelli prior to moving forward on
evaluating and awarding the RFP. At the present, I have
been directed to provide the RFP to Dr. Dorothy Soule,
have her take a look at it and have her get back to us on
her opinion as to whether or not we are approaching this
issue in an appropriate scientific manner. She will be
providing us her views on the RFP sometime next week.

~’~     2.         At our prior meetings with Mark Pumford, this issue was
discussed in the presence of Catherine Tyrrell. Mark and
Catherine agreed that we would make a presentation of the
Monitoring Program at the SMBRP TAC and allow that group
to make comments on the plan. Since that group does
involve a cross section of those local interest groups
and agencies who would be commenting on the program it
was felt that this would satisfy the public review
requirements.    This presentation was made at a TAC
meeting in March and there were no comments received from
the TAC members.

No where in the letter is there any acknowledgment of our submittal
of the Phase II and III Monitoring Program on January 12, 1995.
The table attached to the letter needs to include our submittal.
See our attached proposed addition to the table.

FILES\COMMENTS
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AGENCIES CONTACTED FOR REPORTS ON BM P EFFECTi VENESS

" " " INtO ]
REPORTSONBMPEVALUATION: CONTA ,.C~."

’ ~ES COMMENTS
FEDERAL:
Eugene Bromley~ EPA Region IX             x

STATE (R WOCB~):
North Coast Region - John Hannum*
San Francisco Region - Tom Mumley*
Central Coast Region - Adam White x
Lahontan Region - John Short x !Has possible lead to a report on street sweeping.
Santa Aria Region - Pavlova Vitale x
San Diego Region - Deborah Jayne*

LOCAL:
City of Los Angeles - David Talcott x
City of Sacramento - Elissa Callman x Finalizing surveys conducted last year.
Alameda County - Robert Hale x
Fresno County - Doug Harrison x
Orange County - Richard Boon x
Riverside County - Jason Christie x
San Bcrnardino County - Ruben Montes x No available data
San Diego County - Bob Cain x
Santa Clara County - Keith Whitman x
Ventura County - Alex Sheydayi x

* No reply





COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

q00 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-1331

T~: (111) 4~$1~
W. ~ONL I)tmet~ ADDRESS ALL ~RRESPONDEN~ ~

PDBOX 14~
ALHAMBRA, C..ALH:OIU4]A 91~-I~

Hay 30, 1995 WM-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
Executive Officer
Californla Reglonal Water Quallty

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:

REVIEW OF REVISED PROGRAM MANAGEMENT CHAPTER FOR
THE NEW NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT

The Executive Advisory Committee (Committee) has reviewed the
revised Program Management Chapter for the new NPDES Permit which
was the subject of our Permit negotiating meeting with your staff
on April 17, 1995.    Enclosed is a copy of the Chapter which
contains our proposed changes. Many of the changes are merely
editorial in nature and do not change the substance of the Chapter.

The following Committee comments pertain to specific sections in
the Chapter:

i. Section A.2.d. - This pertains to implementing watershed water
quality monitoring programs. This item will need to be more
clearly defined prior to the County agreeing to its inclusion
under the Principal Permittee functions.     We will be
establishing the monitoring program requirements at one of our
future negotiation meetings with your staff.

2. Section E.I - Upon further discussion, the Committee concluded
that membership in each of the Watershed Management Committees
should be limited to agencies that are regulated by the
Permit.    As has been occurring under the current Permit,
Permittee meetings are open and the public may attend and
provide input on any issues that would be discussed by the
Permlttees.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
May 30, 1995
Page 2

3. Section E.I.a. - We propose to remove this Section.    We
understand the Regional Board’s concern that Permlttees be
appropriately represented at the Watershed Management
Committee meetings.    However, we believe that this is a
decision that must be left up to each Permittee and would not
be appropriate for inclusion in the Permit.

4. Section G.2 - This Section pertains to the development of an
implementation agreement among the Permlttees. The need for
an agreement should be revisited upon completion of the
various chapters for the Permit. The level of specificity
contained in the Permit defining the roles of each party to
the Permit may eliminate the need for an implementation
agreement.

5. We have proposed a new section to the Program Management
Chapter entitled "Section H - Regional Board." Under this
Section, language is proposed which would obligate the
Regional Board to review submittals for comment and/or
approval within a specific time frame. If no response is
received within the specified time frame, the Permittees will
assume submittals are approved and begin implementation. As
you know, the review time for submittals under the current
Permit in many cases has been very lengthy, extending to one
year or more. With the Permittees being held to specific time
frames for developing and implementing Permit requirements, it
is important to the success of the program that the Regional
Board also be committed to performing its responsibilities
within specific time frames.

6. Section 1.2 - With your addition of new language addressing
the annual budget information to be submitted by the
Permittees, this Section is now redundant and, therefore,
should be deleted.

7. Section 1.3 and 1.4 - These two issues were discussed at the
meeting and our understanding was that they would no longer
be included in the Permit.

8. Section J.l - With the new wording added to the legal
authority requirements, this item is redundant and no longer
needed.

9. Section J.3 - This Section refers to an attached checklist
regarding legal authority which has not yet been submitted to
us for review. Approval of the wording in this Section is
contingent upon review of the checklist. Therefore, please
provide the checklist for Committee review.

R0032605



Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll
May 30,
Page 3

I0. Section J.4 - This Section, as proposed, would require each
Permlttee to immediately demonstrate, upon its completion of
the legal authority review, that any additional needed legal
authority has already been obtained by the Permittee. This
would not be feasible due to the length of time required by
each Permittee to develop and obtain approval of any new
ordinances or codes.    Therefore, the language should be
revised to indicate that a Permittee requiring additional
legal authority will provide a schedule for obtaining the
needed authority.

ii. Section J.10 - Under the current Permit, reports have been
submitted, as required, documenting the compliance of each
Permittee. It would be redundant to once again require the
Committee to demonstrate compliance with all the provisions of
the current Permit. This item should be removed.

12. Section J.ll - Violations of the current Permit should be
pursued by the Regional Board under the terms and provisions
of the current permit. It is our opinion that it is not
appropriate to incorporate these violations into the terms of
the new Permit. Therefore, this item should be removed.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand at (818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday,
7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public-’Works

DONALO L. wolFE/
Deputy Director

GH:Ii
WM-3\LETTERS\CH_I.WPD

Enc.

cc: Executive Advisory Committee
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REWRITE
I. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

¯ A. Principal Permittee

1. The County. of Los Angeles is designated as the Principal P~-mitt~.

2. The Pnncipal Permittee shall:

a. Coordinate permit activities and ~-~hair the ar~a-wide Ex~utive
Advisory. Committee and the Watershed Management Committees;

b. Provide personnel and fiscal resources for the development of the
stormwater management plans and their modifi~tion;

c. Provide technical and administrative support for both the
Executive Advisory. and Watershed Management Committ~-~;

:’~t~J,’,,J o,~ -~’~d.Implement watershed water quality monitoring programs;
/)/-oc~/-m,, , (~:cl.," /
;.... ,J.:/~¢e#:./ [e. Provide the personnel and fiscal resources to complete annual

"/°r~-~’- ~/’~’"~5~ ’ "~       ~
reports with evaluations of momtonng program data and BMP

~" ),/7 c/O’:,e~: ~�’~:
J

effectiveness;

h. Coordinate the implementation ofstormwater quality, management
activities of regional significance (this shall mean th~,t the
Prin¢ipa! Permit~ee d~al| identi~ BMPs which are applicab|¢
for implementation by permittees watershed-wide and area-
wide), .~ public outreach and education, pollution
prevention./waste minimization, and other similar actions.
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planning, utilities, water supp .ly, etc...).

D. Executive Advisory Committee

1. An area-wide Executive Advisory. Committee (EAC) shall be
established.

¯ 2. The EAC shall consist of a representative of the County of
; Los Angeles. City. of Los Angeles, a representative from the Malibu

Creek, Santa Clara, and Dominguez Channel Watershed
Management Areas, and two representatives from the San Gabriel
River. Los Angeles River, and the Ballona Creek Watershed
Management Areas.    The Co-Permittees shall select the
representatives to be on the EAC.

One representative from the EAC shall chair the Watershed
Management Committee for that Permittee’s main watershed
management area.

3. The Regional Board r~ognizes that the EAC assumes no reslxmsibility
tbr the adequacy or inadequacy of any individual Per~i~ee’s
efforts and is not viewed as the res!~nsible agency in this sen~.

4. The EAC’s main role is to facilitate programs within the six
and to enhance consistency among all ofd~ ping.ms.

5. Additional reslxmsibilities of the EAC are:

a. Making recommendations on area-wide issues to each
Watershed Management Committees:

b. Reviewing the stormwater management plans as develol:~l by
each Watershed Management Committee and provide direction
guidance on the plans for consideration by the Water~h~!
Management Committees:

c ...........~ .... co:gig-tea.c3¯ cf ~"

d. Prepanng and forwarding unified submittals to the Regional Board
upon receipt or" information and materials submitted by the
Watershed Management Committee in compliance with Permit
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requirements;

f. Mediating conflict among the Co-Permitteea.

g. Developing a baseline Storm Water Management Plan for
utilization by each WMC in developing a plan for each
watershed management area group; and

h. Coordinate the implementation of pilot projects to evaluate
BMP appropriatenessv~arget pollutant source~,

Watershed ~ana~ement Committee

shall ~:r’.’~ ,~ Ca C~£r, ~ne rcp..’~c.~n:a:i;’c ::’cm

I. Watershed Management Committees (WMC) shall be e~tabli~hed
and consist of a representative of each of the Permittee~ for that
particular watershed management area, a~ ~-pr~n!ati,~�

lev~ in the ~Kermittee’s pr~anization t~ommit.!.~agency to
,~ordinat~ similar ac~ns among t~Permittee~.

2. The WMC shall be responsible for:

a. Establishing goals and objectives for the watershed:

b. Prepann_~ any revisions to the Stormwater Management Plan for
the watershed (This includes the development of all chapter
components of the Plan);

c. Assessing the effectiveness of the Stormwater Management Plan
and making appropriate changes:

6                                                                                     (
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~ d. Preparing the semi-annual progress re~orts and annual reports on "~" }"
Permit activities within the watershed tbr submittal to the Regional - -
Board -- a draft or the annual report shall be circulated to each
Co-Permittee and the Executive Advisory. Committee /br theft
review and comments prior to submittal to the Regional Board;              .....
and

e. Fa¢ilitatinR~..._.....e=-~’---~-~ the implementation of this Order and the
Stormwater Manaeement Plan""-’~;- ""~ ~A~,:~.. ~. b a r~.t.M
~ amomg the Permittees in the watershed.

F. Wi~ershed Management Subcommittees

l. Subcommittees will be established where needed as determined by the "]
WMC and/or the EAC. L

2. The Subcommittees will be focused on specific program areas and e, an
provide more specific oversight on the development, implementation, --
and evaluation of selected program areas.

O. Institutional Arrangements

I. The Principal Permittee and Co-Perrmttees shall be responsible for their

~ agency’s compliance with this Order

~ ~ ~’~ ~t~’~ ~ "-" An implementation agreement shall be drafted tbrmally detailing ~
’ o’/ ~ ,~k~ responsibilities of the Principal Permittee and the Co-Permittees. The [

/~ 4dir’z /ler~*ti�" ll/d_~IJl ailreement would also address the fundin~ of various watershed-.wi.’de
a~tivities such as plan development, arm~al evaluation and reporting,[

’ - ,.-d~$t,./-t,y-.¢ 3 As the Plan is more fully developed, the WMC shall coordinate with
special agencies and districts that also regulate an~or perform activities
addressed under different elements of the Plan. This coordination ~hall
attempt to ensure that their functions and the Plan are compatible. ,A~

~. Haxardous M.a:eri~lc ......... ~+:^--
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I



........... ....";^~ ~"" .... ~. ~’~: ~ E:- .......

public c’,:’,~:d ~ark.~ :ha!! h .....,~ ..~; ........_~ ::; ~_.           v..__...v._.             ,...---

¯ -- ~ .-

ffe~P’Na_l..Ptr~mrit~e¢7.a~ ~ch Permittee shall submit an annual budget
within 30 days after its adoption for implementation of the Plan. The budget
shall be summarized and put into a format which ~ identifies the
necessary, capital and operation and maintenaace expenditures necessary’ to
implement the storm water management program. The budget shall provide
information such as funding sources, staff resources, equipment, suppo~
capabilities, contract services, and cost shari~ arrangements.
~t~tl~emitt~e/’tba~. ttiere/~ is~ a~quate--/s~aff/fyaining
~n,~g~n_g~r)~g~. Al~o included shall be a description of any funding
shortfalls.

I. Area-Wide Resources - In implementing this Order ~d the Plan., the
Permittees may elect to iointl.v fund a single program tbr certain BMPs,
such as Public [ducat~on. that are area-wide in nature. Funding
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H. Regional Board                                              V

Programs,    including    schedules    for
implementation developed under the terms
of the Permit shall be submitted to the
Executive Officer for approval. Programs _

¯ shall be Implemented.upon approval by the
~ Executive Offlcero~thin 45 days of
~ program submittal the Executive Officer[ ,~ shall respond with the results of the
f review of the program or its approval.
~ Where no written response has been
~ received by the Permlttees within
~ 45 days, the program submittal shall be

~:
deemed approved.

I 0
GH:II
WM-3\DPERM\CU
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agreements, including budgets and cost per agency, shall be developed.~’,    T,7

2. Citv-Spec~ Reso~’rees - Each Pe~:mCff’ee shall dev~olfi" a budget~
de~ilip, gfthe co)l/df implementin~is Order and Plmaactivities~

,~t,~,,w’~.c itsj~ns’diction. Special fundix~ in the tbrm o~rants, don.azCbns, or
,~l~:r fo .r~"of contribution,~’l~ould also be ac)i~’ely pursued~fo assist in

funding’special....~ studies. _ .~dJor.     .-----BMPs"            _ Lo 3. CoorA’inat~ .the estabhsh~nent/ of a-~e~iona~re, liable....~fflltdlng
~han~to supd~t~he sto~_q~water program; ,//’/ "

~ 4. Provide the ,personnel or fiscal resources to-perform-an
program andit, internal~or externailv/d~rected, of" the/extent ofcompliance by all permittees in the’~t~rmwate~,rogran~;          1 0

1. The l..ggm~authority ~ requireLgd-e~ach Pe~tmder Q.r.der’N~.
0.0~79 shall cornice in effe,~’-.

..............._ :,.,_ _..;’. ............ _~ ...................... .,,

J ~. The Co-Permiuees shall exercise their legal authority, and mquir~ U
compliance with this Order an~ the Plan within its jurisdiction.

¯

~rc:’:::cr:: and

Each Permittee shall certify that it has legal authoritw to control discharges
to and from those portions of the storm drainage system over which it has
jurisdiction. This legal authority may be a combination of stat~t~
ordinance, permit, contract, order or inter-jurisdictional agreements between
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permittees with adequate existing legal authority.-and shall, at a minimum,
accomplish Items ~ below:

a. Control the contribution of pollutants to the storm drainage system by
storm water discharges associate with industrial activity, and the quality

, of storm water discharged from sites of industrial activity.;

b. Prohibit illicit discharges to the storm drainage system;

c. Control the discharge of spills and the dnmping or disposal of material~
other that storm water {e.g. industrial and commercial waates, trash,
debris, motor vehicle fluids, green waste, animal wastes, etc.) to the storm
drainage system;

d. Control through interagency or inter-|nri~dictionai agreements among
permittees the contribution of poihttants from one portion of the storm
drainage system to another;,

e. Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, �ontracts or
orders; and

f. Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring proeedut’~
necessary, to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the storm
drainage system.

" legal authority .sing, at minim.m, tbc
Storm Water Discharge Permit Legal Authority., Checklist and Certification
(attachment XXXXXX) and return to the Regional Board within 30 days of
permit adoption along with copies of the legal authority.           .

~. Upon~coml~ion of the legal authority, review, each p~’rmittee’~’~ptLz~a~l~
shall defi~b~r~            o ".
~nis~direction is.~n:ct u d~V~t h in~. ~oc.ume n~’t.-G~d aurae- M kn~1LEm"
The Prep3wa~on 3~f~ar~)T_~Th¢" ~pDE~P~rrt~Applications~w

/.(II~, .November 1992); page~3-4.

~10. Tn/e~re~)tt~es’ shall demon~rate~complian~e wltJ~ t~ requ!~meuts of
.thee prg.v4~us per~_fl~CA006~ by I)g~e~uber 3~1~995.

All ~iola~ons oUTwior permit-shall
Complia~ce~with th/ese ~r~quiren~nts does no¢ r¢tease/Permitte~f~m

!their obfigation to/com~ into compliance with/the requiremen~of the
previou~ permit.

12. ..T..htCPermittee~ legal authorit~ shall require the use of Best Management
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COUNTY OF-  :JS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAM~R&, CALIFORNIA 91103:-. 13Yl

HAJ~.Y W, ErON[. Dialer                                 Telet~4~e:($1|)4$1"5|~)    ~ ""
P.O.BOX |460

~JiJ .... ~l : ,j, , ,, ;\l ~) ALHAM~RA. CAL~OIt.NIA91102-14~)

May 25, 1995                                                          ~m..~ Wbl-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghtre111
Executlve Offlcer
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlre111:

REVIEW OF REVISED ILLICIT DISCHARGE CHAPTER FOR
THE NEW NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT

We have reviewed the revised Illicit Discharge Chapter for the new
, NPDES Permit which was the subject of our Permit negotlatlng

( ~ meeting with your staff on May i, 1995. Enclosed is a copy of the
Chapter which contains our proposed changes. Our changes are based
on our understanding of the modifications developed during the
meeting. Minor comments are included directly on the enclosed
copy.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand at (818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday,
7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Publlc Works

DONALD L. WOLFE
Deputy Director

GH:II
LETTERS\CH 2.WPD

Enc.

cc: Executive Advisory Committee
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II. ILLICIT DISCHARGES
V

from PMgmt. Implement within their jurisdictional boundaries pr~g’rh’m$’~t~ h~onit0r,

.~,. identify, and eliminate illegal connection/illicit dischar~,.es/illicit dumping. ¯ -
0

May II, 1995 "

THIS IS THE REWRITE BASED UPON DISCUSSIONS ON MAY 1, 1995.
L

Proposed Staff" Changes to the Illicit Discharges Chapter of the Permit
are in BOLD

MODIFIED INTRODUCTION 1 0

Illicit Discharges

This permit authorizes existing and new discharges to waters of the state from
the municipal storm drainage systems owned or operated by permittees. This
permit authorizes discharges from new storm water conveyances constructed
after the issuance date of this permit that have received and complied with all
applicable federal, state, and local permita.

This permit authorizes discharges of storm water associated with industrial
activity and non-storm water flows (as identified in the Permittees non-storm
water discharge list only upon approval of the Executive Officer) from the storm
drainage systems owned or operated by the permittees only under the following
conditions:

1. Non-storm water discharges must be authorized by and in compliance with
another NPDES permit or identified by and in compliance with special
conditions identified in the Permittees non-storm water discharge list only
upon approval of the Executive Officer.

2. Storm water associated with industrial activity, must be authorized by
separate individual or general NPDES permit.

The Permitte, es shall im~ement progra_m~s..~pr
"/’~’" "’ : event, monit~r, ndentify

~//cl~d~¢~- and eliminate illicif’connections/discffarges/dumping/afid disposal,

/~./:/~, ~t~
igcluding spills,Ahto the municipaVstorm drainage.s~stems owned or

" :" ’ . operated bv th’e permittees by December 1, 1995.

.t~,ld ’/:’°~’~ Each permittee shall effectively prohibit illicit discharges to the storm
- drainage system owned or operated by the permittee other than those

12
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authorized under a ~eparate NPDES permit. The permittees shall

~
incorporate appropriate control measures in the storm water

T_ _~r

management program to ensure that "allowable" discharges are not
significant sources of pollutants to waters of the state~

eermige  shalt implement
,program to identify, and eliminate illicit connections by ~1~_ ~,l,(,,’g

,’L~ts~,~!gat-iqe standar.d"p~’d-urg_s - " v -                 to
. Based on the results of field screening~

activities, or other appropriate information which indicates an ar~a of
reasonable potential of containing illicit connections, de.finn and

,2, follow up proc~lures shall be followed. Priority shall may be,

~ i ’, established to initially focus on major problem areas and allow for a

~’~’B k~;~" O~ea
cost.effective ap!~.oach to eliminate illegal connections or drains. This -’~ ....

I~ shall include hizh risk areas and industries such as those specified
in Subchanter N of the Federal Regulations. ~’6~.~l~M~e             ~---.-

i~Licf~ shall contain, at as a minimum, the following:

inspection for illicit connections within its jurisdiction.
i.! Each Co.Fcrmir~ shall rank. areas withir} the ware ~rsl~..to .

~ / be ~s~ectdd for illicit connections. This ranking of_.pt"io~ty ~
F~?¢" r~L/At.~ ~/ arekf’~hall’be’completpffbv November 30,0995.
".~-,~ -r b. ~/’o A description of storm drain inspection-procedures, illicit connection ~
~ ~; . ,<ta~ \ identification and elimination procedures. .
~,a!’~’’ , \ ’~- ii Field screening map researc~ and land use investig.auonI/" "~ xk ~" i adtivR~es shall be ,done initfally to identify po~eh_t~.

\ ~ t Woblem areas. The program shall include ongoing
\

¯
,./’ ~creening, using the methods required in 40 CFR

\
§122.26 (d)(l)(iv), or alternative methods that havevbeen
approved by the Executive Officer. The field scmning

~ program shall focus on urbanized areas.;

�. As part of the public education program efforts shall be undertaken to inform
citizens 1bout the problem of illicit discharges/dumping.

iii. Pub~ outr.ea~h �~r~s shal~b~ undcz’~en
b / cai7~ns~the ar~ abouhth~prob~em( ’~"

d. Necessa~’ enforcement action shall be taken to terminate such illicit connections.
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c. Public Re~

e’~Pe~i~s shall implement a consisten~ecord keeping~::crdlng syst~
to track ~~ of ~llegal co~ect~o~/~~~- ~ ....

-move to pipp-->
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B. ’ILLICIT DISPOSAL/DUMPING

I. The Permittees shall develop a consistent.recording system to docummst illicit
discharges/dumping by ~7-199~. (~ ~e

2. Nec~sa~ enforcement action shall be taken to terminate such illicit
The EA(~ shall develop standard enforcement precedurea,

~°"2~’6J+" The Permittees shall continue to develop and implement programs to
¯ promote, publicize, and facilitate public reporting of illegal diu:harges

2.      ~ystem Sur~,eillance
By,~ ~,~I’~t~, the PermiUees shall develop a program to educate inspe~tor~,
maintenance workers, and other field staff of the Permittees to be observant of illicit
dischargers/dumping during the course of their daily activities.

~..-l-,--B~~~5, the Co-~ermittees shall develop and implement
~.~¢ ~-.--’~gtematic surveillance programs which shall include, but not limited to,

~t~’ ~    -"

-~ ~e ~(~ ~
~.~_ .~K~~. ’ ’., street use inspections to detect
iI~egal discharges and du~mping into the street system.

b.~. Caltrans shall continue its system surveillance program which involves
investigation, identification and remediation for b.~zardous suhstanc~
~ and debris dumped on excess land parcels.

¯.o~ ........ ~ .......... .~.-’-:; - ....... s ..........

+.’: + .......... : ......
~, +.. ~,,.~,,,.~,~,~ .I^+. -t+"

1. Each Permittee shall be resposible for responding to illicit discharge/dumping
incidents that occur in the storm drain system owned and/or operated by the

16
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Permittee.

~ii~..),__ 2.
Such response shall include investigation, containment, and cleanup activities a~

~, ,~ .~,~-~ appropriate .....
.~ ::.-/~o~d’i~_~ ~

The EAC shall develop procedures for spill respo_.nse. ~ a sewage spill

to/the/s~ystem,if the spill has alr~adyJlowed~lown~st~’..eam.~, Di~.!~0~e, cti~o~, o.f~_e.
% ~ ~ ~ 0/ut~de/are~ shall,eccm" that has cemeAn~on~ac~’w~n ,t~e.~WI! ,an~ s.K.a~ not

/r~ult/~n/a d~gin~ctio~zi~i~charge’to tb~torm~rain;~ystemAf ~]moidgically
--~" % ~’~" -~ ~,~reveol~ble. -/

: --’-- b;,._: ...........

’-,, ..,. ’~ F:: .-.:: ~" .... "~ ......."’" ...... "’":^~ "~’- ’~’ ..... :~" "~""

4. (~omplaint Resnonse

.i . ..,k.* .~lll.~l/.a..--~^~l. ¯ ..,ksi .4 I ---- :

:" ~, ,,--. ...........................
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The permi,ees shzll develop ~nd implem~t n p~m to promote,
public~e, and facilitate public reposing of ii~cit d~ of water quali~
impacts associated with discharges from the ~o~ d~uage ~stem. The
proem shall info~ the public about what to ~k ~r and how to ~po~
inc.idents. The pro~m shall also enhance public aw~s of the problems
~sociated with illicit discha~es and may ~�lude p~ms such ~
~u~t~g sch~l smdenU, using inse~ in ~ b~, public se~i~
announcemen~ in n~spaper, on teleran, sr ~ radio and oc~iou~
public workshops.

Incidents invoking a h~ardous substance ~te~ ~e storm d~in~
~stem are to be ~po~ed by the ~ponsible pa~, ~r, if not ~own, the
responding agent, to the Re~onal Board and State ofCalifo~ia O~ce of
Eme~encv Se~ices (OES) at (800) -     and the Fede~l Hazardous
Response ~umber at (800)        . Repots r~e~ though the Count-
wide or local ci~ hotlines shall be ~~~ t~

The Pe~ittees shall implement a complaint response proc~u~ by ~ A
qua~erly summa~ of calls shall be submitted to the Regional B~rd for information
pu~oses. This sh~ll include: a brief description of the incident; what was spilled/dump~;
quanti~ what remedial action was taken; and what happen~ to the d~charger/dumper.

1.      ~y Janua~ 1, 1996, the C~Permi~ees shall establ~h a pubfic out~ach prog~m
~ ’.~ that will regularly inform the public of the locations and/or schedules for

.~        ~ Household Hazardous Waste collection programs that the Co-Permittees shall
~h~ ~ implement. The Permi~ees shall also encou~ge the proper d~posal of mate~ais
~,.~ ~[~ from industrial and commercial areas.

~e~,~32. I The Co~ermittees shall continue to encou~ge the p~per disposal of Household
’ H~ardous Wastes and the recycling of oil, antifreeze, glass, plastic, and other

materials to prevent the imp~per disposal of such mate~ais to the sto~
~ drainage system.

18
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c. California Coastal Commission
V~

d. United States Environmental Protection Agency

~.^. t ~ no4 = t:+o ^� ,..=:. =.=..-~..;-.,,,.=: ~:==~’--g== *~’-* =-’=-". +=

F. Annronri~te Mana+_p+Lnuent Practic"+
1 0

-~+"’% I.J. // These I~Ps shall in¢lude~but not be lirg~d to wasteJrfanagem~lW+trom~~t~orse

G.
The Permittees shall report non-compliance by any non-storm water
discharge permittee to the Regional Board.                                           iv-i,

+

2O
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~ ~TATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

~                      ~    O
May 24, 1995 L
Ms. Gai i Feuer, Co%Insel ~$t-~t" brand t~ ~ansm~al m~m~ ~ I 0!

LOS Angeles, CA 90048
Via Facsimile: (213) 934-1210           ’

/~’’
Mr. Howard Gest                                                          _ _
Sidley & Austin .....
555 West Fifth Street

Via Facsimile: (ala)
RE: County of Los An~elem Stormwater Permit

Dear Ms. Feuer and Mr. Gest:

’ # ~     The Regional Board staff has asked me to write to you regarding
your recent requests for declarations from staff regarding
County’s performance wit~ t~e Stormwater Permit. As I prevlously
stated to each of you by telephone, the staff was not inclined to
adopt the proposed declarations submitted respectively by each of
you. However, in order to clarify the Regional Board’s view on
certain key issues, I note the following:

A. Development og New Permig.                              -

1. As currently planned, the Regional Board staff will present a
proposed permit to the Regional Board itself to update the existing
permit at the Board’s October, 1995 meeting. This may change,
based on scheduling needs.

2. The current permit provides t~at it will expire on June 18,
1995. However, the terms of the current permit continue in force c’until a new permit is adopted by the Regional Board. Title 23,
CCR, Section 2235.4, 40 CFR Part 122.6(d).

3. The staff will meet with the County staff and with interested
parties to ascertain the requirements they beliers should be
included in the new permit.

4. The proposed new permit will carry over requirements not yet
met Dy the Coumty, as appropriate. For example, the Year 3
requirements under the permit (section 4.1.1-4.1.3) for Phase III
of the co-permittees must be met by July I, 1996. The current
draft of the new permit provides: "Compliance with these
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requirements does not release the Co-Permittees from their
obligation to [remedy] any noncompliance with requirements under
the previous permit."

B. Additional ~

The current Permit requires submittal of schedules of
implementation for additional BMPs and evidence of satlsiEectory
progress of implementation of the plan and schedule for
implementation of additional BMPs. In a letter dated June 17,

staff notified the County that its submittal of additional1993,
BM~s was inadequate. Although not reduced to writing because of a
heavy workload, in face-to-face meetings, the staff clearly
advised County representatives that the County should nonetheless
proceed to implement its proposed additional BM~s.

C. Adequacy of Legal Authority

The documentation requlredbythepermit to~Ig~adequate
legal authority was due July i, 1991. In a letter dated August
16, 1993, t.he County stated ~hat it would review its existing
ordinances to assure adequacy of leqal autherit7 to implement the
stormwater requirements. By letter dated December 21, 1993, staff
notified the county that, under the federal regulations, it must
not only review its ordinances, but must demonstrate compliance to
the staff. The County submitted copies of the applicable
ordinances to staff on March 16, 1994. Because of the press of a
large workload, staff has not yet determined whether the
st~bmiesion is adequate.

D. Report of Waste Discharge

The County submitted a Report of Waste Discharge as required by
the federal regulations and ~he existing permit. The staff’s
.acceptance" of the ROWD is the equivalent of the receipt of an
application for the new permit. While the proposed stormwater
management activities contained therein constitute a starting
point for discussion, as noted earlier herein, staff will prepare
a comprehensive proposed ~rmit based upon the experiences gained
with the current permit and its discussions with ~he co-permittees
and interested parties.

If you would like to discuss ~his matter further, please contact
me at ~916) 657-2428.

Sincerely,

S~nior Staff Counsel

cc: Robert P. G~irelli
Catherine Tyrrell
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May 18, 1995

TO: ~ii Phase III Co-Permlttees

FROM: Frank Kuo
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

NPDES LEGAL NOTICE

Enclosed is a copy of a leqal notice announcing the availability of
the "Addltlonal Best Management Practices (BMPs) plan" for publlc
review. The notice will be published on Sunday, May 21, 1995 in
the L.A. Daily News newspaper.

Should you have any questions or comments, please call me at (818)
458-6989.
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NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)
PERMIT NO. CA0061654-C16948

Notice is hereby given that in compliance with NPDES Permit No.
CA0061654-C16948, a copy of the Phase III "Additional Best
Management Practices (BMPs) plan " is available for publlc review,
Monday through Thursday, 7:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., at the Los A~geles
County Department of Public Works, Waste Management Division,
Stormwater Discharge Program Unit located in the Annex Building,
900 South Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, California 91803-1331. A copy
is also available at the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Regional office, at i01 Centre Plaza Drive,
Monterey Park, California 91754-2156. Written comments will be
accepted from May 22, 1995, through June 13, 1995. For additional
information, please call (818) 458-6972.

The NPDES Permit requires the development of three plans, with
implementation    schedules,    to    improve    the    quality    of
stormwater/urban runoff discharge into the storm drainage system.
The first plan focuses on Additlonal BMPs to control pollutants
from the residential, commercial, and industrial areas. The second
plan describes procedures to detect and elimlnate illegal
discharges and illicit disposal practices.    The third plan
discusses Additional BMPs to control pollutants in surface runoff
from construction sites. The Permittees to the NPDES Permit Phase
III are the County of Los Angeles, the State of California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), as well as the Cities of
Artesia, Bell, Bellflower, Bell Gardens, Caltrans, Carson,
Cerritos, Commerce, Compton, Cudahy, Downey, E1 Segundo, Gardena,
Glendale, Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Huntington Park, Inglewood,
Lakewood, Lawndale, La Canada Fllntridge, La Habra Heights, La
Mirada, Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lynwood, Maywood, Montebello,
Norwalk, Palos Verdes Estates, Paramount, Pasadena, Pico Rivera,
Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills
Estates, Santa Clarita, Santa Fe Springs, Signal Hill, South Gate,
South Pasadena, Torrance, Vernon, and WhittLer.

Sl no entiende esta noticia o neceslta mas Informacion, favor de
llamar al numero (818) 458-6972, de lunes a Jueves entre 7:00 a.m.
y 5:30 p.m.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91103-1331

HARRY W. ~L ~m"                                 Telel~ttone: (gig) 4~1~
ADDRF~S ALL COIUtE.S~NDENCE

~ay 3, 1995 e.o.~ox
AU4AMmt~.. C~OX.h’~ 91~-I~

Mr. Robert P. Ghirelli
Executive Officer
California Regional Water

Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Mr. Ghirelli:

RETURN OF APPLICATION FEE FOR 8TORMWATER P~RMIT

On October 17, 1995, the State Water Resources Control Board
returned County of Los Angeles Warrant No. 1131014 for $10,000 to
this Department. The warrant had been issued to your agency in
response to your January 4, 1995 letter and subsequent discussions
with your staff regarding
for the renewal of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654. In its cover letter
(copy attached), the State Water Resources Control Board specified
that an application fee for the renewal of the NPDES Permit is not
required at this time. The State Water Resources Control Board
also indicated in their letter that the renewal fee need not be
submitted until the discharger has received notice of the fee.
This notification is expected to occur in October 1995. It is our
understanding that this issue has been discussed with your staff
and that they concur with the stated policy of the State Water
Resources Control Board.

Based upon this information, we will be submitting the $10,000
application fee following receipt of the above-specified notice.

Should there be additional information concerning these issues, we
would appreciate notification as soon as possible. Please contact
Mr. Brian Hooper, of my staff, at (818) 458-5118, Monday through
Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Di ector of Public Works

Asi    ~nt Deputy Director
Waste Management Division

BDH:do/GHIRELLI

Enc.
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6TATE Of: CALtFORN1A ¯ ~L~N~ ~R~ PRO~CT~ ~E~Y ~E ~S~, ~ T ~
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD VPAUL R. ~DER~
~1 P ~ET
P.O.~X 1~                                                                                                  0

April ]7, ]995

Gary H]]dabran
~ounty o~ Los Angeles
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, ~ 9]803-]33]

OearHr. Hildabran:
10

SUBJECT:    RETURN OF APPLICATION FEE FOR STORJ~/ATER PERMXT RENEWAL

The State Water Resources Contrel Board (SWRCB) is returning the County of
Los Angeles warrant 11310]4. The $]0,000 warrant was payment for NPDES Permit
No. CA00616S4. The reason for returning your check is that an application fee
for the renewal of a NPDES permit is not required. We apologize for any
inconvenience this may cause.

According to the California Code of Regulations, Title 23, Division 3,
Chapter 9, Section Z200, a discharger needs to submit an annual fee with the
initial Notice of Intent to discharge. After the initial fee is received with
the Notice of Intent the State Board will notify each discharger of the annual
fee to be submitted. The SWRCB estimates dischargers will be notified of
their annual fee in October of Iggs.

Regarding your concerns with the Los Angeles Regional Water quallty
Control Board Mr. Mark Pumford, Environmental Specialist for the
Stormwater Program, has been notified. Mr. Pumford confirms that the
return of your check follows State and Regional Water Board policy.

If you have any questions, please telephone Rosemary Mulligan, the staff
person most knowledgeable on this subject at 916/657-0698.

Sincerely,

-Matl ock
Sr. Accounting Officer, Supervisor
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Mr. Kenneth M. Graham V

Page 22

O

If you should have any questions or comments please r.all me at (213) 266-7515 or have your
staff contact Carlos Urnmaga at (213) 266-7598. L

CATHERINE TYRRELL

Surface Water Programs

attachment

cc: Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resoumes Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control Board
Catherine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Executive Advisory Committee
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Problems/Pollutants of Concern by Watershed Management Areas

Watershed Pollutant~ of Potential Sources Potential
Problems/Impacts

Management Area~ Concern (if known)

San Gabriel River TSS, Irash ~-d debris, �onstruction/grading, elevated fish tissue

Watershed
nu~ients, coliform, TDS, day-use, residential, ieveis, ftsh

Management Area
metah, pesticides fame, commercial abnormtlitiea, toxicity,

clean-up costs

Santa Clara River sulfate, chloride, nitrate, construction/grading,

Watershed TSS residential

Management

Ballona Creek pathogens, heavy metals,residential, commerc"-al, swh~u~er infe~tion~,

Watershed pesticides, oil and industrial contaminated sedimenta,

Management Area
grea~e, trtsh and debris, clean-up costs, ~-~hetic

TSS
tmpacts, impaired water
quality

Malibu Creek TSS, nuu’ients, construction/grading, swimmer infection~,

Watershed pathogens, trash and residential, stables aesthetic impacts.
debris                                    impaired water quality

Management Area

Los Angeles River nuu’ients, VOCs, trash construction/grading, elevated fish tissue

Watershed and debris, TSS. oil and residential, stables, pets, levels, eutrophication,

Management Area
grease, metals, Pesticidescommercial, industrial contaminated sediments,

clean-up costs,
impacts, impairui water
quality

Los Angeles pesticides, tr~h and .-~sidential, commercial, elevated fish tissue

Harbor/Dominguez debris, oil and grease, industrial, boating levers, eutrophication,

Channel
metais, PAl-is, oil spilis contaminated sediments.

clean-up costs, aesthetic

Watershed impacts, impaired water

Management Area quality, heal~ advisory
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-1331

JL~JtRY W. ~FONL ~mnr T~epbone: (818) 458-$1~

~DRESS ALL COR.qES~NDE~
P.O.BOX 14~

AL.HAM~ CALIFOR/’,flA 91~-I~

April 18, 1995                                                        -~v~ WM-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghlre111
Executive Officer
Callfornla Reglonal Water Quallty

Control Board, Los Angeles Reglon
101 Centre Plaza Drlve
Monterey Park, Callfornla 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrell1:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYS~M PERMIT ....
NO. CA0061654 - 3RD QUARTER PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the subject
Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report provides a
summary on the status of specific Permit tasks/requirements
performed during the third quarter (January i through March 31,
1995) of the fifth year of the Permlt~ which began on July I, 1994.

Actlvltles for the New Permi~

The focus of this quarter’s activities was the establishment of the
watershed meetings.    To expedite the transition from the current
three-Phase program into the new watershed-based stcrmwater
management program, monthly meetings of the Permlttees have been
reorganized into the six watersheds described in the Report of
Waste Discharge. Each meeting is chaired by Los Angeles County and
attended by the Co-Permittees respective to each of the
six watersheds. Prior to the issuance of the new Permit, these
watershed meetings will serve as an open forum where Co-Permlttees
can address any issues pertaining to their individual watershed and
participate in the negotiation of terms for the new Permit.

Monitoring Progra~

In our letter to you dated March 15, 1995, (copy enclosed,
Attachment A) we reported our progress in implementing the
monitoring program action items.

Phase I ~Year F~ve Activ~tle$}: Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basi~

Phase I Permlttees continue to implement their programs. There are
no remaining Permit tasks for this Phase to initiate.

R0032637



Dr. Robert P. Ghire111
April 18, 1995
Page 2

Phase II (Year Three Activities): Upper L~s Angeles River and
UDDer San Gabrlel River Drainage Basins

The thlrd-year tasks for Phase II Co-Permlttees include
Implementlng Early Action BMPs and Addltlonal BMPs, detecting and
eliminating i11egal discharges and i111clt disposal practices, and
controlllng pollutants in surface runoff from construction sites.
Evidence of progress in implementing these programs is due to the
Prlncipal Permittee by May 31, 1995, for Incluslon in the July 1995
Annual Report to the Reglonal Water Board (see Attachment B).

As of the end of this quarter, all but six Co-Permlttees have
completed all flrst-year Permit activities (see Attachment C). For
the second-year activities, 20 Co-Permittees have completed all
their tasks this quarter (see Attachment D}.

Phase III (Year Two Activities): Lower L~s Angeles River, Lower
San Gabriel River. and Santa Clara River Dralna~e Basins

Phase III Co-Permittees are performing their second-year
activities: additional storm drain mapping and data collection,
development of Additional BMPs, implementation of Early Action
BMPs, and completion of the development of legal authority.

As of the end of this quarter, all but five Co-Permlttees have
completed all first-year Permit activities (see Attachment E). For
the status in completing second-year activities, see Attachment F.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Gary Hildebrand at
(818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

D
Assista Irector
Waste Management Division

FK:ly
QRTRPTS\3RDQTR.RPT

Enc.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

~.’.~~J~-~’ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~ OBOX I~

LMarch 15, 1995                                                     ~mF~ WM-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghlre111
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Attention Mark Pumfor~

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT

In accordance with our agreement with you, as specified in our
September 22, 1994 letter, we are reporting our progress in
completlng the monitoring program action items. This letter is the
last of our agreed upon monthly status reports.

a. Render operational an initial monitoring network of
nine stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater
quality in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
Seven stations are to be made operational by November 15,
1994, and two by January i, 1995.

Status: An operating history of our nine automated sampling
stations is attached.                                                        ~l~

Each station is comprised of state-of-the-art sampling
equipment which has been custom modified to meet the unique
conditions of our storm drain system. To the best of our
knowledge, we are the first agency to attempt to put in place
such a system utilizing special equipment for stormwater
sampling. Each site has been initially programmed during dry
weather with uniform flow, if any, and under stable           -..
conditions. These sites are currently being tested during the
often turbulent and rapidly changing conditions that occur
during storm events. During this storm season, we have been
observing and evaluating the performance of the sampling
equipment so that the equipment configuration and programming
can be adjusted to best collect the needed samples.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll                                                            T7
March 15, 1995
Page 2                                                                                               ~.~

Therefore, it is unknown as to the number of storm events that
will be successfully sampled at each site by the end of this
storm season¯

~ b. Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates of pollutant

i loads to Santa Monica Bay.

The baslnwld, pollutant load model is operatlonal andStatus:
will be able to calculate refined pollutant load estimates
once event-mean concentration values for various pollutants
are available from the monitoring program data.

The EPA Stormwater Management Model developed for Kenter
Canyon is operational and has been run using historical data.

c Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin. The initial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

O Status:    Implementation of monitoring at our County Road
Maintenance District Yard No. 3 began January i0, 1995, when
a complete set of discrete samples were collected from the
storm of that .date. Other complete sets of samples were
collected from the storms of January 23, February 14, and
March 3, 1995. All sets were delivered to our Lab for
analysis.

d. Develop and begin implementation of a monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monlca
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: We have completed development of a uniform data
collection format for the 13 baseline BMPs to collect
information on BMP implementation for use in asse3sing BMP
effectiveness¯ A copy of the forms was provided to you in our
January report. The County has been modifying its procedures
to allow for the use of this collection format for our
operations Countywide. We will continue to work with the
other Permittees to establish a format to be implemented by
all agencies. The data collected will be used to assess BMP
effectiveness during future Annual Reports.

e. Implement a monitoring program to identify locations of
illegal practices and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
March 15, 1995
Page 3

Status: Inspection reports for December 1994 and January and
February 1995 are attached.

f.    Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters
Includlng conducting toxicity studies in the Santa Monlca Bay
Drainage Basin.

were received from bidders onStatus: Five proposals
February 1, 1995. We will be contacting you soon about the
funding of this study.

g. Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and IIl that
includes all program elements with timellnes for development
and implementation.

Status: The revised monitoring plan was submitted to you
January 12, 1995. We are awaiting your approval.

As previously stated in our January 12, 1995 letter to you, if
installation and operation of the 15 monitoring stations in
Phases II and III are required by October 1995, the start of the
next rainy season, we will need to begin detailed design of these
sites immediately.    As requested by Mark Pumford, we gave a
presentation of our-proposed monitoring program and the 15 proposed
Phase II and III site locations to the Technical Advisory Committee
of the Santa Monlca Bay Restoration Project on March 9, 1995 to
satisfy his desire for public input on the program. The Committee
was given until March 13, 1995 to submit comments, after which
time, if we hear nothing further from you, we will proceed with the
construction of 12 out of 15 sites as we proposed.

Mr. Pumford desires to conduct further discussions on the
appropriateness of the Rio Hondo, San Gabriel River, and the
Los Angeles River at Tujunga Avenue sites. He also wishes to
pursue discussions on coordinating stormwater monitoring in these
three watersheds with other point source dischargers. We informed
him that though we are most willing to discuss these three sites
further, doing so would in all likelihood delay installation of
these sites until after the start of the 1995-96 rainy season.
Mr. Pumford acknowledged this possibility.

Finally, we would also like you to review the alternative sites
listed in our monitoring proposal. These alternatives would be
substituted for sites that might develop unforseen delays.
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Dr. Robern P. Ghlre111 |/
March 15, 1995
Page 4 o
If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the
undersigned an (818) 458-3500, Monday through Thursday-, 7:00 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m.

Very nruly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works 0
Ass~lsnann Deputy Director
Was~.~-Management Division

WJD : II
LETTERS \PRGRS3.95

Enc.

n

n
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AUTOMATED MONITORING STATIONS
OPERATING HISTORY

(3/15/95)

STATION               HISTORY                                                                                       PRESENT STATUS

Ballona Creek      Installed 3/94.                                                                    Operational
Storm of 12/24/94: No composite collected due to power
malfunction.                                                                                     ~
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples coll4cted and taken to lab on
I/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to lab on
1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing. Tubing cleared subsequently.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite sample collected due to malfunction;
subsequently corrected.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Malibu Creek       Installed 10/94                                                                    Reprogramming
Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample not collected due to probable the week of
clogged tubing.                                                                     3/13/95.
Storm of I/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on
I/9/95.                                                              .~.
Storm of 1/10/95: Severe flooding in area prohibited inspection
of station until 1/19/95. Evidence showed that auxiliary pump was
submerged for considerable time and not currently operating.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to damaged
pump.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite sample collected due to damaged
pump. Pump replaced the week of 2/27/95.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite sample collected due to switch not
correctly set; subsequently corrected.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite sample collected due to local power
failure involving road repair, which erased program memory.



PAGE 2

~RESENT STATUS
STATION                HISTORY

Not operating.
Trancas Creek      Installed 7/94                                                                     Tubing will be

Storm of 12/24/94: No appreciable runoff.Storm of I/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on     cleared out the
week of

1/9/95.                                                                                                                                                              3/13/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to the Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: No compos£te sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing.                                                                              --

Not operating.
Kenter Drain       Installed 7/94Storm of 12/24/94: Composite samples not collected due to clogged Tubing will be

tubing. Tubing cleared 12/27.                                                 cleared out the
Storm of i/3/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on    week of 3/13/95.
1/9/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due to
disconnected tubing. Tubing reconnected 2/3/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab, but
tubing clogged toward end of sampling.

D2361 -             Installed 11/94                                                                 Operational.
Los Angeles        Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of I/I0/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected, but not taken to Lab
due to human error.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
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PRESENT STA~ES
STATION             HISTORY

Pier Drain -       Installed 12/94                                                                    Operational
Santa Monica       Storm of 12/24/94: No composite sample collected due to

electronics malfunction.
Storm of 1/3/95: No composite sample collected due to electronics
malfunction.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and taken to the                       ~
Lab on 1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
24-hr Dry Weather composite set-up 1/31/95, but no flow detected.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Project 5401 -     Installed 11/94                                                                    Operational
Manhattan Beach Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on

12/27/94.
Storm of I/3/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on
1/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on
1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
24-~hr Dry Weather composite collected 1/31/95 and taken to Lab on
2/I/95.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Project 558 -     Installed 11/94                                                                 Repairs began
Palos Verdes       Storm of 12/24/94: No composite samples collected due to              3/14/95.
Estates             malfunctioning pressure transducer. Transducer replaced 12/27/94.

Storm of I/3/95: Station severely damaged. Transducer ripped
out, grate broken, angle iron bent. Storm drain also suffered
structural damage.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
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STATION             HISTORY                                                                              PRESENT STATUS

Herondo Drain      Installed 12/29/94                                                                Operational
Storm of I/3/95: No composite samples collected due to
malfunctioning auxiliary pump.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite samples collected due to
malfunctioning auxiliary pump.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to                                  ~
malfunctioning auxiliary pump. Pump rewired 2/3/95.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.                          ,,,

WJD:II
WM-3\FILES\OPHSTBY



ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT

REPORTING PERIOD February lS95

OPEN I    AREA INSPECTED ILUCIT DISCHARGE

CHANNEL                                                                                    COMMENTS
FROM TO NUMBER

OBSERVED

Flint Canyon Channel Woodleigh 2 sites: residential properties discharging possible yard drainage, pool filter

Lane crossing 2" backwash, and or gray water. "~’_

W~nery Canyon Channel Alta Park 3 sites: residential properties discharging possible yard drainage andlor gray

Lane crossing 3" water.

Gould Canyon Channel Gould Avenue 4 sites: residential proper’des discharging possible yard drainage andlor gray
crossing 4" water.

Aliso Creek Follow-up to 1 site: located within the City of LOs Angeles, referred to the City of Los Angeles
_ -- December Storm Management Dh4sion (LASMD). LASMD Is conducting an ongoing

Reporling Pedo~ Invelti,O,atio, n of refel’rll. , .,,

Upper Los Angeles River Follow-up to 1 Me: ongoing, joint investigagon with LASMD, LACDPW and LAC Fire HAZMAT.
_ -- December 8ire Investigation conducted discussing findings with the City of Los

Reporting Period. Angeles, City Attorney.

Santa Susana Channel Follow-up to 3 sites: located within the City of Los Angeles referred to LASMD. LASMD is
-- December conducting an ongoing invest~]ation of referrals.

-- Repelling Period ,~.

Coldwaler & Higgins
Channels Full Reach -- NONE.

Santa Monica Channel         Full        Reach          --                                        NONE.
¯

MandevJlle Canyon Full Reach -- NONE.

Channel

Rives Canyon Channel Full Reach -- NONE.

Sullivan Canyon Channel Full Reach -- NONE.

Parker-Mesa Drive Full Reach -- NONE.

Channel

~1~ WM3%FILES%INSP.FEB "LACDPW is conducting an area-wide Investigation. Upon completion of irwestigation end analysis of findings; the
m CRWQCB and the City of La Canada FHntddge will be contacted to determine appropriate steps In order to eliminate any
,1~ Hlidt discharges.



ILUCIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT
REPORTING PERIOD January 1995

OPEN AREA INSPECTED ILLICIT DISCHARGE

CHANNEL
FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS

OBSERVED

Sepu~veda Channel                                                                                NONE
Full      Reach         --

Sawtelle Channel                                                                                      NONE
Full       Reach          --

Cenbnela Creek                                                                                   NONE
Full       Reach          --

Benedict Canyon                                                                                       NONE
Full      Reach         --

Rexford Channel                                                                                   NONE
Full      Reach

WM-3~iLES~INSP.JAN



ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT PAGE 1 OF 2

REPORTING PERIOD    December 1994

OPEN AREA INSPECTED I.LIClT I~SCHARGE
CHANNEL

FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS
O~SERVED

Ballon~ Creek Dunsmuir Ave 405 FWY 1 1 - OII iheen entedng chann~ from Clly of Lol Ange~l Drain mfe~rlKI Io Clly of Lo~ Angetel SI~I~ 1~
C~y of Lo~ Angeles Man~ DMsion (LASMD)

upper Stabon eeoc00 Stalk~ 94~00 3 2 - Site~ Io~t~d within Cly of Lo~ AngOra. Refen~l Io LASMD.
Los Angeles Rrv~

1 - s~e on 0eng. jo~ Inves~gallon ~ LASMD. LACDPW. and LACoF~e H~ZMAT.

Burbank Western Ful Reich

5 - SIt~. �~lan~ ~laln~d In f~Id by LACDPW,                                           "

Tqunga w~      Stal~on 2~00      Stalk~ 146.00     ~
NONE

Tulunoa Wash
NONE



ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT                                                           PAGE 2 OF 2

REPORTING PERIOD December 19~J4

OP£N                                      AREA INSPECTED                                                                                                               ELICIT DISCHARGE
CHANNEL

I I
FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS

Wilbur Creek           Full               Reach              --                                             NONE

0

JB I
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STATUS OF YEAR 3 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE II AGENCIES
ale OP.





ISTATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE II AGENCIES
am of: January 3. 1995



iSTATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE II AGENCIES
as of: J~nu~y 3. 1095



ISTATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE II AGENCIES
~’ of: J~nuary 3. 1995

,)





STATUS OF YEAR 2 ACTIVITIES..~ .,,.~.. ,mFOR PHASE II AGENCIES



STAllJS OF YEAR 2 N3TIVITIES FOR PHASE II N3ENCIES





ISTATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE III AGENCIES



ISTATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE III AGENCIES
I~ Mesh ~O. 1~6



STA]IJS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES.or ,,~ ~. +mFOR PHASE III AGENCIES





STATUS OF YEAR 2 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE III AGENaES I



STATUS OF YEAR 2 ACTI~TIES FOR PHASE III AGENCIES



STAT~ O!: CAtlFOeNIA~,-~VlIIONMENTAt Iq~OTECTION A~.~NCY

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALI~ CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION
101 CE~ ~ ~
M~R~ PAR~ ~ 91?~21~
~3)

Apdl 14, I~5

Harry Stone, Director,
County of Los Angeles

10Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Av~mu¢
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

APPROVAL OF PHASE II AND IIl MONITORING SITES (NPDES File No. CA0061654,
CI 6948, Board Order No. 90079)

We have received your April 10, 1995, letter regarding the proposed monitoring locations for
mass emission and land-use sampling and analyses. As discussed, these sampling locations are
approved, with the following �onditions:

1. The Regional Board reserves the fight to add to or otherwise modify the
list of sampling locations;

2. Los Angeles County Department of Public Works must form a task force
to receive input on the monitoring program for Los Angeles County,
including the locations of sampling stations; U

3. Lo~ Angeles County Department ~f Public Works must ~ a �onsulter
to:

Develop g~l~ ~d objectives f~r the storm w~ter monitoring
prog~ fo~ L~ .~gele-~ County;

¯ Evaluate the overall strategy for storm water monitoring in Los
Angeles County;

~ Make recommendations for revising the existing sampling stations;

, Make recommendations for revising the existing list of aaalytes;

¯ Make recommendations for estimating reductions in loadings of
pollutants from municipal storm sewer discharges;
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Mr. Harry Stone
Page 2

,
Make recommendations for incorporating th~ illegal discharge/illicit
connection program into the Los Angeles County storm water
monitoring program; and,

¯ Make recommendations for incorporating the Best Mangagem~t
Practice evaluation program into the Los Angeles County storm
water monitoring program.

If you have any questions, please call me at (:213) 266-7510 or have your staff call Catherine
Tyrrell at (213) 266-7515 or Mark Pumford at (213) 266-7596.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer

Enelosur~
cc: See attached mailing list

R0032669



Mr. Harry Stone
Page .~

MAILING LIST

Jorge Le6n, Office of the Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Regulatory Section, Division of Water Quality, State Warn" Resources

Control Board
Michael Kahoe, Assistant Secretary, California Environmental Protection Agency
Catherine Kuhlman, Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch, United States Environmental

Protection Agency, Region 9
Dave Yamahara, Assistant Deputy Director, Waste Management Division. County of Los

Angeles, Department of Public Works             ,
.~im Noyes, Waste Management Division. County of Los Ange|es.

Department of Public Works
Gary Hildebrand, Waste Management Division, County of Los Ang¢l~,

Department of Public Works
Phil Richardson, Storm Water Management Division, Bureau of Engineering,

City of Los Angeles
Co-permittees
Bill Paznoukas, California Department of Fish and Game
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project, Technic.~1 Advisory Committee
M~k Gold, Executive Director, Heal the Bay
Everett DeLano, Natural Resources Defeme Council
Lisa Weil, American Oceans Campaign
Gordon LaBedz, Surfrider Foundation
Jim Danm, Techni~l Advisory Committee, Friend-~ of fl~ Los Angeles River
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 9180~-13~1

T~q~beee: (Ill)
R~RRY W. STONE. I:)l~e~" ADDRT~S ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO~

P,O.BOX 1460
.MJ, IAM~RA. CALWORNIA 91g02-1460

April I0, 1995 WH-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghire111:

APPROVAL OF PHASE II AND III MONITORING SITES

This will serve as a confirmation of a discussion on the proposed
Phase II and III monitoring sites on February 23, 1995, between
Regional Water Board and Public Works staff.    Present were
Ms. Catherine Tyrrell, Mr. Mark Pumford, Mr. Carlos Urrunaga,
Mr. Gary Hildebrand and Mr. Bill DePoto. In the meeting, the Board
staff verbally approved the location of the 12 water quality
monitoring sites as proposed in our Phase II and III
Stormwater/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program submitted to you on
January 12, 1995. They are:

Los Angeles River @ Wardlow Road
Coyote Creek below Spring Street
Bouquet Creek upstream of Newhall Ranch Road
Browns Creek @ Rinaldl Street
Sawpit Creek @ Monrovla Creek
Project No. 1402 @ Foothill Boulevard
Project No. 3857 @ Hamlin Street
Project No. 620 @ Glenwood Road
Project No. I @ Alcoa Avenue
Dominguez Channel @ ll6th Street
Private Drain No. 314 @ Firestone Boulevard
Project No. 1202 @ Wilmington Avenue

To date, we have not received written approval of these sites.
Since approval of the monitoring sites has been delayed past the
end of February 1995, we can not guarantee installation of all
12 of the above sites by the onset of the 1995-96 rainy season.
However, we are proceeding with design and construction as outlined
in our January 12 submittal, and will get as many on line as we
possibly can.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlre111
April 10, 1995
Page 2

Mr. Pumford expressed concerns about the appropriateness of the
remaining three proposed sites, specifically Rio Hondo Channel at
Beverly Boulevard, San Gabriel River at San Gabrlel River Parkway,
and Los Angeles River at TuJunga Avenue, and stated that he wanted
to conduct further discussions. We stated that, without approval
of the remaining three sites at this time, we could not guarantee
their installation by the onset of the 1995-96 rainy season.
Mr. Pumford concurred with this assessment and stated that this
would not cause us to be in noncompllance with the Monitoring
Program.

To satisfy Mr. Pumford’s concerns about public input on the
proposed Phase II and III Monitoring Program, we discussed the
Program at the Santa Monlca Bay Restoration Project Technical
Advisory Committee meeting on March 9, 1995.    The Committee
subsequently set a deadllne of March 13 for comments from its
members. According to Mr. Guang-yu Yang, of the Santa Monlca Bay
Restoration Project, no comments were received.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Bill DePoto at
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Deputy Director

WJD:Ii
LETTERS\RWQCBMON
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 9150~-I~1

~Y W. ~L ~                                                                                       P.O.BOX
~ ~O~ 91~2-~

~, 1995March

Robert P. GhirelliDr.
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156                                ~_.     -:

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NEW STORMWATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY

This letter serves as confirmation of the agreements reached at the
meeting on March 2, 1995, between Don Wolfe, Brian Hooper, Gary
Hildebrand, Catherine Tyrrell, Mark Pumford, and Catherine Kuhlman
of the U.S. EPA, Region IX.

A primary focus of this meeting was to discuss differing views on
the viability of a single stormwater permit versus multiple
watershed permits within Los Angeles County. The County believes,
as does the Co-Permittee Executive Advisory Committee, that
immediate implementation of individual permits for each identified
major watershed would create a complex, redundant set of
administrative structures that would not serve the goals of the
Permit. The burden this would place upon the Principal Permittee,
including resulting responsibilities and liabilities, would make it
impossible for the County, or any other Permittee, to serve as
Principal Permittee for six permits.

We believe that significant similarities exist among watersheds,
and that a single permit, with specific attention to the unique
characteristics of each watershed, is the most effective Permit
renewal structure at the present time. We believe that this is
especially necessary as the Permittees collectively and
individually transition from the independent provisions of the
current Permit to the watershed management plan approach.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
¯ ~         March 29, 1995

Page 2

In responding to our points, Ms. Tyrrell explained that the Water
Quality Control Board is transitioning all permitting to a
watershed basis with different schedules for renewals in the
different watersheds. She stated that the objective of this effort
is to focus on water quality issues "in the real world" rather than
generically. Also, the Board believes that responsible parties,
including cities, can best accomplish this by focussing on their
independent watersheds.    Ms. Tyrrell concluded that the Board is
committed to six independent watershed-based stormwater permits
that accommodate your watershed renewal schedules.

After thorough discussion, our staffs jointly agreed that a single
Permit would be issued; however, each of the six watersheds would
have a distinct stormwater management plan developed to address its
unique characteristics. While every effort would be made to keep
the generic issues in each plan consistent, it was agreed that the
characteristics of each watershed would result in unique
requirements with divergent time lines. It was also agreed that
the plans would be developed with time lines to converge with your
watershed permit renewal schedules and result in separate permits
for each watershed in the future. This would provide for the
progressive development of a technical and administrative framework
for each watershed and the emergence of a Principal Permittee best
suited to administer that watershed.

As agreed at the meeting, negotiating the next Permit will begin by
determining the requirements for one watershed, which will~ then
serve as a model for negotiating the requirements for the other
five watersheds. The first watershed will be Malibu Creek. The
Permit terms will be developed during a series of meetings to be
held among your staff, the EAC, environmental groups and other
stakeholders. It was agreed that the environmental groups would be
represented by a maximum of three spokespersons during the
negotiations.

;un early working draft of the Permit covering the Malibu Creek
Watershed was provided to us on February 14, 1995. The first
meeting to discuss the contents of this draft Permit was held on
March 20, at i:00 p.m., at your office.    At the request of
Ms. Tyrrell, the EAC will not be submitting written comments
regarding the provisions of the preliminary    draft permit.
Ms. Tyrrell suggested, and we concur, that it will improve the
chance for a successful negotiations, if we do not formalize our
positions prior to sitting down at the table.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
March 29, 1995
Page 3 ()

I am looking forward to a series of productive meetings with your            ]~
staff, and I am optimistic that we can produce a Permft in short
order that will be considered "win" by all interested parties.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (818) 458-4014.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE 10
Director of Pubic Works

DONALD L ./WOLFE
Deputy Director

BDH:do

q
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

v.~ ’ ..~/.~/ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~
900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-1331
"[deI~l~o~: (115) 455-5100 ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE

HARRY W. S’I’ONF.. Di~c.t~t P.O.BOX 1460
~RA, CAL~ORNIA 91~0~-1460

~ a~tv ~ I~- 0
March 22, 1995

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli                                        "california Regional Water Quality                         :
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Mr. Ghirelli:

STORMWATER PERMIT RENEWAL

Enclosed, is a check in the amount of $10,000 as the application
fee for the renewal of National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System Permit No. CA0061654.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

DONALD L./WOLFE
Deputy Director

BDH: do
SWPERNEW
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LOS ANGELES/LONG BEACH
HARBOR SAFETY COMMITTEE

Mandated by

Response Act of 1990

March 17, 1995

Capt. Kenneth Graham
Jacobsen Pilo~ S~ice
(Representing Lon~ Beach Pilots)

ExecutiveS~c~tar~ Dr. Robert GhirelliCapt. M~ny A~m~yer
Executive Director California Regional Water Quality
ManneExchangeofI.A/LSHarbo¢ Control Board, Los Angeles Region

~ I01 Centre Plaza
Mr. GrahamCh~se Monterey Park, CA 91754

Amenca.n ~resi~ent Li.e$.
(Representing Dry Cargo C~riers)

Chief Noel K. Cunningham
(Rep~seming Poct of Los Angeles) ~his Comraittee is tasked to, among other

Capt. Franc|sLukowslo things, study and make reco~Lmendations to
L. A. Por~ Pilots
(RepresenungLmAngelesPilo~) increase the safety of movement of all vessels,

M~ JarnesJ. Macaulay and ensure the protection of the environment.
Tug ~d B~e(R~pr~s~ntlng

~.mnan~oo~ At our February meeting, Mr. Phil Munsch
As~. of San ~ro Bay Y~hl
IRe~se~ti,~R~t,o,a~ representing SEATOW spoke eloquently regarding a

~r~,~l~.,~ pollution problem in our inner harbors. As a

C
Long Beach Naval Shipyard
(~se~,m~U.SNaw) result of recent rainstorms a significant prioblem

¢~,~d,~dE.h~e. USCO of trash in the water has persisted for some
c.o..co~so/G~p time. Both the Ports of Los Angeles and Long

c~.H~’ey~ Po, z Beach have moved within their capabilities to
Chev~,Sh,~,,~Co. alleviate this problem in areas under their
(Rep~ntm~ M~nng ~) j ur i sdict ion.

MS. Wflma Pow~H

~s. SuunneRogalm Several members of our Co~ittee expressed
c~ M,c~=~,Eubmo the opinion that your agency has a responsibility

ILWU~aI.88 in the area of water run-off into the harbors. I
M~T~e.T~m~, enclose a memo from member Terry Ta~inem

S~n~omcasa~:~ representing Santa Monica Baykeeper. Do you have
Repr¢~entm~En~,roamen~IGroups~ any assets that could be brought to bear at times

Ms S~Lea~ueforCoas~alPr¢~’ation like this? We, as a Committee, unfortunately
{R~pr{senlin~ £nvlronm~n~ Grou~) have none.

CDF&G/OSPR h,mson
Mr pe~erBontadclii In addition to the inner areas of both

OSPR4dmm,.trat~ ports there is the area of Long Beach Outer
Re~a~,on~%n~ys~ Harbor near the mouth of the Los Angeles River

M~ ~S~o~ where the problem is apparently not beingEn,,ronmemalS~,ahs, addressed. After severe rains the Los Angeles
River brlngs an immense amount of debris to the
harbor area from areas well inland.

P.O. Bo~ 1949 ¯ San Pedro ¯ California 90733-1949
Tclcphonc (31(/) 519-3127 ¯ Fax (310) t~33-7051
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Dr. Robert Ghirelli
March 17, 1995
Page 2

It is a fact that this debris does not effect the safe
movement of large commercial vessels. It is also true though
that the problem is more than the negative visual effect. There
is an actual financial impact on the operators of small vessels
who incur monetary loss. This happens when the propellers of
their vessels are damaged by the larger pieces, and the engine
intakes become plugged with debris.

As this appears to fall under your jurisdiction we hope that
you will make every effort to get all local jurisdictions to
implement and improve their NPDES permits. All permits should
include meaningful measures that will improve the situation.

By copy of this letter we are asking other governmental
bodies around our bays for their assistance as well. We would
appreciate hearing from you, and any other body, with
capabilities and/or ideas that could work toward the minimization
of this problem.

Sincerely,

Chairman

KMG/nlb

Enclosure

cc: Port of Long Beach, Chief Wharfinger
City of Long Beach, Marine Bureau
WorldPort LA, Port Warden
City of Los Angeles, Mayor Richard Riordan

of Los Angeles, Board of Public WorksCity
County of Los Angeles, Dept. of Public Works

R0032681
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS V

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALIIAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331

Te, J~-T~e: (818) 458-51OO ADDIU~S ,M..L CO~F~EN~ TO: ~ ~
HARRY W. ~ON~ ~r PO.BOX 14~

~ C~ 91~2-14~

~arch 15, 1995

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Attention Mark Pumford

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT

In accordance with our agreement with you, as specified in our
September 22, 1994 letter, we are reporting our progress in
completing the monitoring program action items. This letter is the
last of our agreed upon monthly status reports.

a. Render operational an initial monitoring network of
nine stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater
quality in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
Seven stations are to be made operational by November 15,
1994, and two by January i, 1995.

Status: An operating history of our nine automated sampling
stations is attached.

Each station is comprised of state-of-the-art sampling
equipment which has been custom modified to meet the unique

drain system. To the best of ourconditions of our storm
knowledge, we are the first agency to attempt to put in place
such a system utilizing special equipment for stormwater
sampling. Each site has been initially programmed during dry
weather with uniform flow, if any, and under stable
conditions. These sites are currently being tested during the
often turbulent and rapidly changing conditions that occur
during storm events. During this storm season, we have been
observing and evaluating the performance of the sampling
equipment so that the equipment configuration and programming
can be adjusted to best collect the needed samples.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
March 15, 1995
Page 2

Therefore, it is unknown as to the number of storm events that
will be successfully sampled at each site by the end of this
storm season.

b.    Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates of pollutant
loads to Santa Monlca Bay.

Status: The baslnwlde pollutant load model is operational and
will be able to calculate refined pollutant load estimates
once event-mean concentration values for various pollutants
are available from the monitoring program data.

The EPA Stormwater Management Model developed for Kenter
Canyon is operational and has been run using historical data.

c.    Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin. The initial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

Status:    Implementation of monitoring at our County Road
Maintenance District Yard No. 3 began January 10, 1995, when
a complete set of discrete samples were collected from the
storm of that date. Other complete sets of samples were
collected from the storms of January 23, February 14, and
March 3, 1995.    All sets were delivered to our Lab for
analysis.

and begin implementation of a monitoring program tod. Develop
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monlca
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status:    We have completed development of a uniform data
collection format for the 13 baseline BMPs to collect
information on BMP implementation for use in assessing BMP
effectiveness. A copy of the forms was provided to you in our
January report. The County has been modifying its procedures
to allow for the use of this collection format for our
operations Countywide. We will continue to work with the
other Permittees to establish a format to be implemented by
all agencies. The data collected will be used to assess BMP
effectiveness during future Annual Reports.

e.    Implement a monitoring program to identify locations of
illegal practices and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
March 15, 1995
Page 3

Status: Inspection reports for Dece~er 1994 and January and
February 1995 are attached.

f. Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters
including conducting toxicity studies in the Santa Monlca Bay
Drainage Basin.

Status:     Five proposals were received from bidders on
February i, 1995. We will be contacting you soon about the
funding of this study.

g.    Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and III that
Includes all program elements with tlmellnes for development
and implementation.

Status: The revised monitoring plan was submitted to you
January 12, 1995. We are awaiting your approval.

As previously stated in our January 12, 1995 letter to you, if
installation and operation of the 15 monitoring stations in
Phases II and III are required by October 1995, the start of the
next rainy season, we will need to begin detailed design of these
sites immediately.    As requested by Mark Pumford, we gave a
presentation of our proposed monitoring program and the 15 proposed
Phase II and III site locations to the Technical Advisory Committee
of the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project on March 9, 1995 to
satisfy his desire for public input on the program. The Committee
was given until March 13, 1995 to submit comments, after which
time, if we hear nothing further from you, we will proceed with the
construction of 12 out of 15 sites as we proposed.

Mr. Pumford desires to conduct further discussions on the
appropriateness of the Rio Hondo, San Gabriel River, and the
Los Angeles River at TuJunga Avenue sites. He also wishes to
pursue discussions on coordinating stormwater monitoring in these
three watersheds with other point source dischargers. We informed
him that though we are most willing to discuss these three sites
further, doing so would in all likelihood delay installation of
these sites until after the start of the 1995-96 rainy .season.
Mr4 Pumford acknowledged this possibility.

Finally, we would also llke you to review the alternative sites
listed in our monitoring proposal. These alternatives would be
substituted for sites that might develop unforseen delays.
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O

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the T
undersigned at (818) 458-3500, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Publlc Works                                                      10

Assistant Deputy Director
Wast~anagement Division

WJD:II
LETTERS\PRGRS3.95

Enc.

,__-o

R0032687



AUTOMATED MONITORING STATIONS
OPERATING HISTORY

(3/15/95)

STATION               HISTORY                                                                                       PRESENT STATUS

Ballona Creek      Installed 3/94.                                                                    Operational
Storm of 12/24/94: No composite collected due to power
malfunction.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples collected and taken to lab on
1/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to lab on
1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing. Tubing cleared subsequently.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite sample collected due to malfunction;
subsequently corrected.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Malibu Creek       Installed 10/94                                                                    Reprogramming
Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample not collected due to probable the week of
clogged tubing.                                                                    3/13/95.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on
1/9/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Severe flooding in area prohibited inspection
of station until 1/19/95. Evidence showed that auxiliary pump was
submerged for considerable time and not currently operating.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to damaged
pump.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite sample collected due to damaged
pump. Pump replaced the week of 2/27/95.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite sample collected due to switch not
correctly set; subsequently corrected.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite sample collected due to local power
failure involving road. repair, which erased program memory.
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PRESENT STATUS
STATION                HISTORY

Trancas Creek      Installed 7/94                                                                     Not operating.
Storm of 12/24/94: No appreciable runoff.                                Tubing will be
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on     cleared out the

1/9/95.                                                                           week of
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged      3/13/95.
tubing.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to the Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing.

Kenter Drain       Installed 7/94                                                                     Not operating.
Storm of 12/24/94: Composite samples not collected due to clogged Tubing will be
tubing. Tubing cleared 12/27.                                                 cleared out the
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on    week of
1/9/95.                                                                               3/13/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due to
disconnected tubing. Tubing reconnected 2/3/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite sample collected due to clogged
tubing; subsequently cleared.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab, but

tubing clogged toward end of sampling.

D2361 -             Installed 11/94                                                                 Operational.
Los Angeles        Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected, but not taken to Lab
due to human error.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
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PReseNT STATUES
STATION                HISTORY

Pier Drain -
Installed 12/94                                                                    Operational

Santa Monica Storm of 12/24/94: No composite sample collected due to
electronics malfunction.
Storm of 1/3/95: No composite sample collected due to electronics
malfunction.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and taken to the
Lab on 1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
24-hr Dry Weather composite set-up 1/31/95, but no flow detected.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Project 5401 - Installed 11/94
Operational

Manhattan Beach Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab on
12/27/94.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on
1/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and taken to Lab on
1/13/95.
Storm of 1/23/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
24-hr Dry Weather composite collected 1/31/95 and taken to Lab on
2/1/95.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/10/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

Project 558 - Installed 11/94                                                                 Repairs began

Palos Verdes Storm of 12/24/94: No composite samples collected due to
3/14/95.

Estates malfunctioning pressure transducer. Transducer replaced 12/27/94.
Storm of 1/3/95: Station severely damaged. Transducer ripped
out, grate broken, angle iron bent. Storm drain also suffered
structural damage.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 2/14/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 3/3/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
Storm of 3/10/95: No composite collected due to drain damage.
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STATION             HISTORY                                                                          PRESENT STATUS

Herondo Drain     Installed 12/29/94                                                             Operational
Storm of 1/3/95: No composite samples collected due to
malfunctioning auxiliary pump.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite samples collected due to
malfunctioning auxiliary pump.
Storm of 1/23/95: No composite sample collected due to
malfunctioning auxiliary pump. Pump rewired 2/3/95.
Storm of 2/14/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.
Storm of 3/i0/95: Composite sample collected and taken to Lab.

WJD:Ii
WM-3\FILES\OPHSTRY



ILLICIT DI~,riARGE INSPECTION REPORT

REPORTING PERIOD    Febmar,/1995

OPEN                             AREA INSPECTED                                                                                     ILUCIT DISCHARGE
CHANNEL

FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS
OBSERVED

Flint Canyon Channel Woodleigh 2 sites: residential properties discharging possible yard drainage, pool filter

Lane crossing 2¯ backwash, and or gray water.

Winen/Canyon Channel Alta Park 3 sites: residential properties discharging possible yard drainage and/or gray

Lane crossing ~ ~ 3° water. _

Gould Canyon Channel Gould Avenue 4 sites: residental propeYdes discharging possible yard drainage and/or gray

crossing 4" water.

Aliso Creek Follow-up to 1 site: located within the City of Los Angeles, referred to the City of Los Angeles
_ -- December Storm Management Division (LASMD). LASMD is conducting an ongoing

Repo~ng Pedod Investigation of referral.

Upper Los Angeles River Follow-up to 1 site: ongoing, joint investigation with LASMD, LACDPW and LAC Fire HAZMAT.
__ -- December Site Investigation conducted discussing findings with the City of Los

Reperting Pedod. Angeles, City Attorney.

Santa Susana Channel Follow-up to 3 sites: located within the City of Los Angeles referred to LASMD. LASMD is
_ -- December condu~ng an ongoing lnvest~;]ation of referrals.

Repo~ng Pedod

Coldwater & Higgins
Channels Full Reach -- NONE.

Santa Mortice Channel Full Reach ~ NONE.

Mandeville Canyon Full Reach -- NONE.

Channel

Rivas Canyon Channel Full Reach -- NONE.

SulWan Canyon Channel Full Reach -- NONE.

Parker-Mesa Drive Full Reach -- NONE.

Channel

WM_3~ClLES~JNSP.FEB "LACDPW is conducting an area-wide Invest~aton. Upon completion of Investigation and analysis of findings; the
CRWQCB and the City of Le Canada Flinlddge will be contacted to determine appropriate steps in order to eliminate any
illicit discharges.



ILUCIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT

REPORTING PERIOD    January 1955

OPEN AREA INSPECTED ILUCIT DISCHARGE
CHANNEL

FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS
OBSERVED

Sepulved3 Channel
Full      Reach         --                                       NONE

Sawtelle Channel
Full       Reach          --                                         NONE

Centinela Creek
Full       Reach          m                                         NONE

Benedict Canyon
Full      Reach         --                                       NONE

Rexford Channel
Full      Reach         m                                       NONE

WM-3~ILES~INSP.JAN
O~
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ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT

REPORTING PERIOD    December 1994

ILUCrr DISCHARGE
AREA INSPECTED

CHANNEL                                                                                                                                                                                                           COMMENTS
FROM TO NUMBER

OBSERVED

Bal~ona Creek Dunsmutr Ave 405 FWY 1 I - Oil sheen erdedng channel from CRY of Los Ange~s Drain mfen’ed to CRY of Los Angeles Storm

City of Los A~geles
Management DMsion (LASMD)

p,Y,:~ma Wish        Glenosk$ 81vd          5th Street          2       2 - $1tel listed no(Ice~ to cease dilr.,h~ge I~KI co.diet Site allel~lleflt/~lat~oI1.                         " )

Upper Statmn 660~30 Statkm 948+00 3 2 - Sites k:~.~ted w~thln CRY of Los Angeles. R=;~,~ to LASMO.

Los Angeles RNe~ I - Site on going, joint Investigation wi~ LASMD, LACDPW. and LACoFIm HAZMAT.

Creek Full Reach 2 I - Site located w~thln CRY of LOS A,,,~,.~ Joint ;,~t~,~-,~-~ ta;,,=,~i~cted (LASMD and LACDPW)
lll~it discharge resolved.
1 - Site located within CRY of Los Angeles, referred to LASMD.

Burt~nk Weetem Full Reach 6 1 - Slto located wllhln CRY of B~m, ~, t,l~,,,,,~ to CRy of B~,~,-,~. CRY ---’J-:" ,~

5 - slim, COml~a~oe ~n~d In ~ by LACOPW.

Tulunga Wash Staten 2~0 Stolon 146.’O0 ~
NONE

Tujunga Was~ Station 1 46~00 Station 4.q9~00 -- NONE



"" w,~
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ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT                                                                     ’

REPORTING PERIOD December t994

OPEN                   AREA INSPECTED                                                       ILLICIT OISCHARGE
CHANNEL                                                                COMMENTS

FROM TO NUMBER
OI~SERVED

Wdl~Jr Creek Full Reach -- NONE

East Canyo~ Channe/ Stat~o~ 70*50 -- 1 :. Site located wtthin City of Loe Angelu, joblt ~ ~,--,G,~,~ (LASMD and LAC DI~ tllicl
b



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91~03-1331

W. ~ON~ ~r~r ADDRESS ~L CORRES~
P.O BOX

AIJiAMBIt~ C~ORNIA 91~2-1~

~ RElY ~

California Regional Water Quallty
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghire111:

MUNICIPAL STORMWATER PERMIT CONFIRMATION OF DISCUSSION ON
STORMWATER PERMIT PROGRAM

We appreciate the opportunity to have met with you and Catherine
Tyrrell, of your staff, on February 9, 1995, to discuss various
issues regarding the subject Program.    This letter serves as
confirmation of our discussion.

I. Monitoring Program Action Items

a.    Installation of Monitoring Stations

stations for the Santa Monlca Bay DrainageThe monitoring
Basin have all been installed and rendered operational in
accordance with the our agreement as outlined in our
September 22, 1994 letter to you. Seven s~atlons were
operational by November 15, 1994; and the z~emalning two
by January I, 1995, fully equipped and programmed to
collect storm samples.

An assessment of the operation of the nine monitoring
stations for the Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin was
included in our mid-February status report.

b. Monitoring Program at our MD-3 Road Maintenance Yard

The compliance date for having implementation of a
monitoring program at this facility was January 15, 1995.
The monitoring program design and implementation was
completed well before this date and the first sample was
actually collected at the facility on January I0, 1995.

An assessment of monitoring activities that have occurred
at the facility since the beginning of January 1995 was
included in our mid-FeDruary status report.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll
March 13, 1995
Page 2

c. Monitoring program to evaluate effectiveness of Best
Management Practices.

We have been developing this program during the last few
months and have kept Mark Pumford, of your staff, fully
briefed as to the approach we are taking on this
particular ite~. As discussed with him, and as also
indicated in our monthly status reports to you, we have
developed a uniform data collection format for the 13
baseline BMPs.    The format used will collect basic
information from these 13 BMPs which will then be
utilized in the future to assess the effectiveness of
each of these particular BMPs.     We have begun
implementing this data collection format.

As you know, the evaluation of effectiveness of BMPs has
been the subject of much discussion among the various
stormwater programs in California.     No definitive

to performing this type of evaluation has yetapproach
been developed. We are continuing to discuss this issue
with other program Permittees to develop an appropriate
approach which can be utilized to assess the
effectiveness of our BMPs.

d.    Phases II and III Monitoring Program

The revised work plan for the Monitoring Program for
Phases II and III was submitted to your staff on
January 12, 1995. The submittal included all elements
required for the Phase II and III areas, including dates
for the development and implementation of each
actlvity/site item.

We indicated in our report that we are targeting to have
the addltlonal 15 sites installed by the next rainy
season, which will begin October 1995. However, for us
to be able to complete the installation at all sites in
this time frame would require that your staff approve the
site locations for the 15 sites immediately. Based on
our February 23 meeting w~th Catherine Tyrrell and Mark
Pumford, we understand that 12 sites have been approved
and the remaining three are still under consideration.
We will be confirming this understanding in an upcoming
letter to your staff.

2. Establishment of Regular Meetings to discuss and resolve
Stormwater Program .issues and concerns

It was agreed by all that we should continue to hold regular
meetings to discuss any stormwater program issues or concerns
that might arise either from the Regional Water Board or the
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
March 13, 1995
Page 3

County. It was decided that Mark Pumford and Gary Hildebrand
would meet regularly every other week to discuss program
issues/concerns.    On a less frequent basis or as needed
Catherine Tyrrell and Don Wolfe or Dave Yamahara, would meet
to discuss stormwater issues.

Mark and Gary subsequently arranged to meet on the second and
fourth Thursday of each month.

3. Review Time for Submittals Made to the Regional Water Board

We expressed our concern to you regarding the length of time
that has been occurring during the course of this Per~It for
your staff to review and fully respond to submittals that have
been made to the Regional Water Board. We are concerned that
this length of time impacts our abilities to implement the
proposed programs. Both you and Catherine acknowledged that
you will work with your staff to reduce the timeframe for
review of submittals. You also agreed to insure that the
responses provided to us will be more specific and clear
regarding approval of submittals.

4. Status of New Stormwater Permit Development

Catherine indicated that her staff was proceeding to draft the
first permit for the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin and that
it will be made available to the County on February 14, 1995.
We received the draft on that date and forwarded copies to the
Executive Advisory Committee for review and subsequent
discussion among themselves and with your staff.

If you have any questions regarding the above, please call me
at (818) 458-3500.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

~ _t~~a ~n~%~e~~ r e~c t o r

Waste M~nagement Division

GWH:Ii
LETTERS\SWPPRGM
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS V

900 SOU’Ilt FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 911t03-|33|

7�1�~m¢: ($18)
HARRY W. STONF.., Dtreaer ADDR~ESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:

P OIBOX 1460
ALHAM~R~ CALIFOKNIA 91502-l~0

IN REP~.Y PLEASE
g

REFER TO FILE

Harc~ ].3, 19~5 W~-3

Ms. Catherine ~rrell
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
100 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Ms. ~rrell:

BOUNDARY CORRECTION FOR THE SANTA CLARA RIVER WATERSHED

In response to your recent letter and in subsequent discussions
with your staff, we have reviewed our hydrological data and concur
with you that an adjustment of our watershed boundary for the
Santa Clara River Watershed is appropriate. The area of concern is
in the Lake Hughes, Elizabeth Lake, and Munz Lake general area.

Enclosed is a map i11ustrating the adjusted boundary. Our other
maps will be adjusted accordingly. We appreciate you bringing this
to our attention.

If you have any questions or require further assistance, please
contact the undersigned at (818) 458-5948 or Jim Woods, of my
staff, at (818) 458-3523, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to
5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Hildebrand
Supervising Civil Engineer III
Waste Management Division

FK:ll
LETTERS\SCRWBNDR

Enc.
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Jim Woods (818) 458-3523 Los Angcics County

Department of Public Works

Waste Management Division
Watcr Quality Scction



State ~f C~lif~ Environmental hatecti~n Agency

Memorandum

~,o All Regional Board Staff Dm~: 23 February 1995 V

File ,
0

Ca
From CAUFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAUTY CONTROL BOARD---LOS ANGELES REGION

101 C~ntte Pk~za O~ve, M~at~’ey P~, CA. 917~4.2156
Telephone: (213) 266-7500

Subiect
TELEPHONE HOTLINE NUMBER FOR REPORTING ILLEGAL DUMPING OR

10DISCHARGING IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY

As many of you know, I am very interested in ending illegal dumping and discharging of
materials into the storm drain system. Many of you ask me if there is a telephone number for
a certain City or LA County Public Works. As always, Iv’e helped you by giving you a number
and contact. Because of the Storm Water Unit’s work with the agencies in LA County, there is
a telephone number which you or any witness to a discharge or dumping can call 24 hours a day.
This number will connect the caller with an LA County dispatcher. From there, information will                   ,
be asked of the caller which will be forwarded to a primary responding agency. This n~r
is to report illegal activities an.vwhere in LA County_ only.

The number is: /’i

Attached is a magnet for your use. It should be in your cubicle so that you can give the number
to any caller or walk in. If you should have any further questions, feel free to call me at x7598.              ~..~

R0032701



NPDES STORM WATER PERMIT MONITORING PROGRAM MEETING
FEBRUARY 23, 1995

9:00 - 11:00 am
AGENDA

Definitions (Open)

Hi3tory of Monitoring Requirements for the L.A. County Program (M. Pumford)

Status of the Monitoring Program (G. Hildebrand)

Proposition A Grant Program (O. Hildebrand)

Items for the next meeting and date (Open)

11:00 Adjourn
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MONITORING

DEFINITIONS

American Heritage:
To scrutinize or check systematically with a view to collecting certain specified
categories of data.

WCC:
To systematically and repeatedly measure conditions in order to track changes.

r~
u
n
U
n
U
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MONITORING V
0
L

CURRENT PERMIT
June 18, 1990

10
2.0 REOUIREMENTS - YEAR 1

2.1 For each Drainage Basin, prepare and submit to the Regional Board within 12
months of the starting date for compliance, according to the schedule under
1.1:

2.1.8 A workplan for the development of a stormwater/urban runoff
monitoring program, for approval by the Executive Officer, to include
but not be limited to the following information :

U

o listing of constituents and parameters to be monitored and the
rationale for their choice.

o listing of monitoring locations and the rationale.~for their choice.

o listing of sampling methodology of choice and frequency of
sampling for both wet weather and dry weather flow.

o supplementary information that influences the design of the
monitoring plan.

TH(~ PRINClPAL-PERMr’rI"(~. IN THE SUBMrn’AL OF THE WORKPLAH TO THE ------------------~X~CUTTV(~
OFTIC~..R. SHALL D~MONSTRAT£ THAT PUBUC IMPUT HAS B~(~FI OBTAIN(:D. U
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MONITORING

Q
V

0
L

3.0 REOUIREMENTS- YEAR2

3.1 For each Drainage Basin, prepare and submit to the Regional Board, for
approval by the Executive Officer, within 24 months of the starting date of
compliance, according to the schedule under 1.1:

3.1.I A monitoring program based on the approved workplan. This program
shall be designed to:

o detect accurately the constituents and parameters of concern, in
discharges indicated in the workplan, and to identify their
possible sources.

o identify illegal dischargers and/or locations of illicit disposal
practices.

MONITORING R~PORTS FOR THIS PROGRAM SHALL I~ SUBMrTr~D ACCORDING TO
FORMAT AND F~QU£NCY TO !~ APPROV(~D BY TH~ -------------------~X~CUllV~ OmC,~.
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MONITORING

SWlVIPC
September 8, 1994

10
I. MONITORING - Monitoring serves several purposes. It allows a baseline

characterization of storm water/urban runoff from the MS4, it identifies the problems
and their sources and evaluates impacts on receiving waters, it allows the MS4 to
determine what BMPs are appropriate, and it allows a MS4 to judge the effectiveness
of its BMP program. Monitoring is not limited to water sampling. It can include such
elements as visual inspections of above and underground systems. The
characterization of the MSa, the watershed, the storm drain system, the receiving
waters and the land use was required in the previous permits. The information
collected from previous efforts should be used in your baseline characterization. This
plan should also tell what the future monitoring objectives are, what information will
be collected, the purpose of the information, how it will be collected and used, and
how the information will be analyzed, reported and stored.
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A. MS4 CHARACTERIZATION - The previous permit required a complete
characterization of the entire system. This
included the storm drain system, the receiving
waters and the land use activities.

1. ~ ~Watershed - Characterize each watershed including the storm drain
system, the land uses and the particular problems of the receiving
waters.

2. Storm drain system - Characterize all major outfalls by either sampling,
visual inspections, or equivalent methods. Inlets and outlets should be
inspected.
a. Inlets
b. Outlets

3. Receiving waters - Evaluate the impact of storm water runoff on
receiving waters. Use existing water quality data along with current
monitoring efforts to characterize and prioritize the receiving waters.
Perform additional monitoring as necessary to characterize the receiving
waters.

4. Streams
a. Lakes
b. Bays
c. Wetlands
d. Other habitat

5. Land use - Characterize the land use in the MS4. Characterize the
storm water discharges from specific land use categories and mixed
land use.
a. General categories
b. Specific features/sources
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MONITORING    Q V

0
L

B.    SOURCE IDENTIFICATION - Do focused monitoring on pollutants of ¯                  -
COI~C~I’~.

1. Specific land-use
2. Specific activities

10
C.    CONTROL MEASURE EFFECTIVENESS - Monitor to determine the                           ,

effectiveness of the BMPs. Identify what BMP studies will be done and how
they will be priodtized. Give a schedule for doing the studies.

1. Specific Sources (e.g., corp yards)
2. Specific Activities (e.g., waste management)
3. Special Studies

D. POLLUTANT LOADING - An initial determination of the pollutant loading,

both system wide and specific to land use types should be made through
monitoring and modeling. Once the initial determination is made, it is
important to continue a minimal long term monitoring program to track trends               ~’~
in the pollutant, loading over time.

1. Land-use specific
2. Long-term stations

6
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MONITORING

L
FEDERAL REGULATIONS                                                                    -

November 16, 1990

122.26(d)(2)(D) A proposed monitoring program for representative data collection for
the term of the permit that describes the location of outfalls or field
screening points to be sampled (or the location of instream stations), why the
location is representative, the frequency of sampling, parameters to be
sampled, and a description of sampling equipment.

122.26(d)(2)(B) Estimates of the annual pollutant load of the cumulative discharges
to waters of the United States from all identified municipal outfalls and the
event mean concentration of the cumulative discharges to waters of the United
States from all identified municipal outfalls during a storm event (as
described under Section 122.21(c)(7))for BOD5, COD, TSS, dissolved solids, total
nitrogen, total ammonia plus organic nitrogen, total phosphorus, dissolved
phosphorus, cadmium, copper, lead, and zinc. Estimates shall be accompanied by
a description of the procedure~ for estimating constituent loads and
concentrations, including any modelling, data analysis, and calculation
methods,"

122. 26(d) (2)(C) A proposed schedule to provide estimates for each major ou(fall
identified in either paragraph (d)(2)(iO or (d)(1)(iii)(B)(l) of this section
of the seasonal pollutant load and of the event mean concentration of a
representative storm for any constituent detected in any sa~’~e required under
paragraph (d)(2)(iiO(A) of this section; and

122.26(d)(2)(v) Assessment of controls. Estimated reductions in loadings of
pollutants from discharges of municipal storm sewer constituents from
municipal storm sewer systems expected as the result of the municipal storm
water quali~.’ management program. The assessment shall also identify known
impacts of storm water controls on ground water.
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SAMPLING STATUS

Ballona Creek - operational. Composites taken 1/3 & 1/10

Malibu Creek - not operational. Composite sample taken 1/3

Trancas Creek - operational. Composite taken 1/3

Kenter Drain - not operational. Composites taken I/3

Santa Monica - operational. Composite taken 1/10

Manhattan Beach - operational. Composites taken 12/24, 1/3, 1/10, and 1/31

Palos Verdes Estates - not operational. Not sampled.

Herondo Drain - operational. Not sampled.

City of Los Angeles Drain - unknown.

8
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Task 2.1.9 Workplan for the development of a stormwater/urban V
runoff monitoring program

This workplan has not yet been submitted to the Regional Board.
0Public input during the development of this plan is also required

prior to submittal.

L

10
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II.    EVA!~UATION OF TME PROPOSED MONITORING PLAN

i. Qbjectives of the Monitoring Plan

The objectives of a comprehensive Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Monitoring Program must include the following:

(a) develop a methodology to refine annual estimates of pollutant
loads to Santa Monica Bay;

(b) determine long-term trends in the quality of storm water/urban
runoff;

(c) Improve the understanding of sources of storm water pollution;

(d) Establish effectiveness of controls (BMPs) for specific land
uses, with implication for broader implementation;

(e) identify illegal discharges or locations of illegal disposal
practices; and,

(f) monitor effects of storm water/urban runoff on receiving water
quality and water quality objectives.

The proposed monitoring plan submitted by Los Angeles County
includes objectives (b) through (e), but does not address (a) and
(f). Staff proposes that (a) and (f) be included.

2. Annual Estimates of Pollutant Loads

The proposed work-plan does not discuss this objective.    The
permittees in their monitoring plan proposed a pilot program of
nine monitoring stations in the Santa Monica watershed to evaluate
storm water quality. The permittees must modify the choice of
sampling stations to include the major drainage basins in the
watershed and use this pilot project to make the first estimate of
pollutant loads to Santa Monica Bay. It must be recognized that
the number of monitoring stations need to be increased in coming
years to meet the criterion of two stations per land use category.

Annual pollutant loads and event mean concentrations (EMCs) are
important parameters to assess the impact of municipal storm water
discharges on receiving waters.    Sampling stations to estimate
pollutant loads and EMCs must include drainage basins with the
largest input relative to volume and predominant land-uses. A good
evaluation of the relative importance of drainage basins within the
Santa Monica Bay watershed is provided in a report produced for the
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project by UCLA2. Permittees are
expected to select an appropriate mathematical model (e.g.
QILL~AS, S~, etc.) to refine and estimate pollutant loads, and
for decision-making projections. While detailed dynamic modelling
for the entire Basin may be too resource intensive, a simple model
for the whole Basin could be autrmented with a dynamic model for
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large sub-basins (such as the Malibu Creek and the Ballona Creek
watersheds), and single land-use sub-basins (such as the Palos
Verdes Peninsula watershed). A discussion of storm water models may
be found in ’Modelling of Nonpoint Source Water Quality in Urban
and Non-urban Areas, Donigan and Heber’~’

Development of methodology to refine estimates of pollutant loads
must be accomplished and documented no later than July 15., 1993.

3. Long-Term Trends in Storm Water/Urban Runoff Oualitv

Permittees have proposed nine test sites for the pilot study to
select fixed stations but have not justified the usefulness of
these sites in terms of either pollutant loads or predominant land
uses. Almost half the number of sites are within a single basin
(Ballona Creek basin), and none are located within the large Malibu

Creek watershed.

The objective of any long-term monitoring is to monitor potential
pollutant trends in storm water/urban runoff quality and loads.
Fixed stations for such purposes must be representative of the
twenty-seven basins in the SMB watershed, in terms of land-use
breakdowns, rainfall patterns, and land area. The pilot study may
be used to choose fixed stations to evaluate long term trends in
water quality and pollutant loads.    The choice of permanent
stations must be properly justified and approved. Also required is
a description of the statistical methodology that will be used to
evaluate data, and the accounting of factor variability. It is
expected that this program will be expanded eventually to include
two stations per significant land use,    including road
transportation corridors.

The pilot study to develop a monitoring program to establish long
term trends in storm water quality must be initiated immediately
and the objective must be accomplished no later than January 15,
1994.

4. Sources of Storm Water Pollutants

The permittees have discussed this objective in general but without
focus or detail.    No pilot or model program to develop this
objective has been presented.

Identification of sources of pollutants that generate high
concentrations and present the greatest risk is important to the
targeting of storm water quality management programs. An effective
monitoring program should evaluate sources that include, (a)
priority industrial sources,    (b) priority commercial/retail
sources, (c) land-use categories, and (d) urban transportation
ccrridors. Source identification should consider both water and
sedi:~ent as media for pollutant transport. This task is not
mutually exclusive and could be successfully integrated with other
elements of the monitoring program.
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This component of the Monitoring Program is part of compliance
activity under permit requirement 3.1.3. (page II) of NPDES Permit
No. CA0061654.

A detailed description of a pilot or model program to meet this
objective must be submitted by July 15, 1993 and the program
implemented no later than January I, 1994.

5. Effectiveness of BMPs

The permittees discussed this objective only briefly. No specific
plan is proposed to evaluate effectiveness of BMPs through
monitoring.

Monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of BMPs, and characterize
the efficiency of specific controls is important in focussing
available resources to achieve the most pollutant reduction.
Structural controls may be evaluated in specific locations by
discrete sampling and then considered for area-wide application.
The effectiveness of non-structural BMPs may be evaluated locally
before basin-wide implementation. Further, monitoring regional
structural-BMPs routinely will forewarn the onset of operation and
maintenance problems.

A detailed description of a plan to meet this objective, outlining
pilot projects for immediate implementation is ~ue January 15,
1994.

6. Illegal Discharges and Illegal Disposal Practice,

The permittees mentioned this objective but did not discuss a plan
to monitor illegal discharges or locations of illicit disposal
practices.

Monitoring to identify sources and locations of illegal practices
is essential in identifying violations that may adversely affect a
storm water quality management program. A monitoring program that
includes selected screening indicator parameters and flexible
locations will facilitate the identification of contaminated sites
or pollutant sources for additional evaluations.

A detailed description of a plan to address this objective and the
area for immediate implementation must be submitted no later than
January 15, 1994.

7. Receiving Water Ouality

The permittees did not discuss this objective in the proposed work-
plan. Receiving water monitoring is an integral requirement of all
major NPDES permits.

Investigating impacts of storm water on receiving water quality is
essential to protecting beneficial uses and is best approached as
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an integrated effort. Initial programs should focus on screening
for in-stream toxicity of storm water and evaluation of stream
sediment toxicity using biological approaches such as the triad
method (i.e., bulk sediment chemistry, sediment toxicity
information, and benthic community survey) in selected receiving
waters (e.g., Ballona Creek at Marina del Ray, Malibu Lagoon,
etc.)~°’n. Such programs may be coordinated with other agencies,
including the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project, for maximum
benefit.

A detailed description of a plan to achieve this obJectlve must be
submitted no later than July 15, 1994.

8. Ouality Assurance/Ouality Control

The work-plan does not discuss Program Quality Assurance/Quality
Control and Data Management procedures.

A QA/QC Plan should address as appropriate, (a) Standard operating
procedures including, field procedures, pre-sampling mobilization,
sample collection procedures, chain of custody and post sampling
procedures, (b) Laboratory QA/QC, including lab compositing,
detection limits and holding times and, (c) Data reduction,
validation, and data reporting. Also essential are monitoring plan
management, plan schedule, field crew training, and health and
safety plan. Data management, including reporting and analyses,
should discuss statistical methods for analysis and reporting of
data (including censored data).

A basic QA\QC Plan for the storm water monitoring program must be
submitted by July 15, 1993. Specific modifications to the basic
QA\QCPlanfor single projects maybeaddressedinsupplementarysuhnitt~is.

9. General Comments

In addition, we have the following minor comments regarding the
monitoring program:

i. Sampling

o     semi-volatiles should be collected as grab-samples
o     metals should be done as both soluble and total
o     Cyanide should be done as a grab sample
o     Grab samples must be collected during the first part of

the storm
o     Flow weighting method is faulty; volume must be set by

storm based on predicted runoff coefficients; bottles may
hate to be changed if s~orm is larger than expected

o Minimum flow volume for dry weather analysis must be
reported

o     Dry weather sampling should be done as a 24-hr co,posits
(except for bacteriological indicators, Ph, cyanide, oil

and grease, semi-volatile organic compounds).
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ii. Equipment ¯

o Samplers must be continuously maintained and pre-storm
checked

o Provide details on sampling and flow equipment, and data
storage required.

o Number of bottles in sampler and volume available not
described.

o    Equipment housing procedures must be presented.

lO.

The following section lists references used by Board staff in its
review of the monitoring plan and are sources that permittees may
find useful in addressing our comments.

i. Guidance Manual for the Preparation 6f Part 2 of the NPDES
Permit Application for Discharges from Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer Systems, 1992, EPA 833-B-92-002, USEPA OWEC [Contact EPA
Storm Water Hotline at (703)821-4823]

2. Assessment of Storm Drain Sources of Contaminants to Santa
Monica Bay , Vols. 1-4, Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project. 1993.
[Contact Guang-yu Wang, SMBRP, (213)266-7568], (UCLA and WCC)

3. NPDES Storm Water Sampling Guidance Document, USEPA 1992, EPA
833-B-92-001, [Contact EPA Stormwater Hotline at (703)821-4823]

4. Amended Monitoring Plan, Santa Clara Valley Non-point Source
Pollution Control Program, December 9, 1991. [Contact Marcia
Guzetta at (408)265-2600, (WCC)].

5. Guidelines for Monitoring of Urban Runoff Quality, MERL, OH,
EPA-600/2-83-124, 1983, prepared for Urban Drainage and Flood
Control District, Denver, CO, (Michael B. Sonnen) [Contact NTIS at
(703)487-4650].

6. Analyzing Urban Runoff in the Dallas-Fort Worth Area, M.A.
Collins et al.(undated) (WCC). [Contact WCC at (800)776-3296]

7. Source Identification and Control Report, 1992. Santa Clara
Valley Non-point Source Pollution Control Program. [Contact Marcia
Guzetta at (408)265-2600, (WCC)]

RECEIVING WATER
8. Annual Report, 1990/1991 Monitoring Program NPDES Permit 90-158,
Sacramento County Water Agency, July I, 1991. [Contact Donna Dean,
County of Sacramento, (916) 440-6851] (Brown and Caldwell).

9. Annual Report, 1991/1992 Monitoring Program NPDES Permit 90-158,
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Sacramento County Water Agency, July 1, 1991. [Contact Donna Dean,
County of Sacramento, (916)440-6851] (Brown and Caldwell)

I0. Sediment Quality and Aquatic Life Assessment, W.J. Adams et al.
1992, Environ. Sc. Technol., Vol 26(i0), pp 1865-1875.

II. Sediment Toxicity Testing, G.A. Burton and J. Scott, 1992,
Environ. Sc. Technol., Vol 26(11), pp 2068-2075.

DATA M/~NAGEMENT

12. UNCENSOR: A Program to Estimate Means and Standard Deviations
for Data Sets with Below Detection Limit, M.C. Newman and P.M.
Dixon, 1990, American Environmental Laboratory, April 1990, pp 26-

13. UNCENSOR Version 3.0, Newman, M. et al. 1992. [Contact Michael
Newman, Savannah River Ecology Laboratory (803) 725-2472],
(University of Georgia).

14. MDL Program, D.R. Helsel 1992, Water Resources Div., USGS,
[Contact USGS at (703) 860-6000]

15. Less than Obvious: Statistical Treatment of Data below the
Detection Limit, D.R. Helsel, 1990, Environ. Sci. Technol., Vol.
24(12), pp 1766-1774.

16. Modelling of Non-point Source Water Quality in Urban and Non-
urban areas, Donigan and Heber, . 1991, USEPA, ERL, Athens, GA,
[Contact USEPA, ERL at (706) 546-3549].

17. Estimation of Descriptive Statistics for Multiple Censored
water Quality Data, D.R. Helsel and T.A. Cohn, 1988, Water
Resources Research Vol. 24(12) 1997-2004.

18. The Detection Limit, P.S. Porter et al., 1988, Environ. Sci.
Technol. Vol. 22(8), pp 856-861.

19. Statistical Methods in Water Resources, D.R. Helsel and R.M.
Hirsch. 1992, Studies in Environmental Science 49, Elsevier Science
Publications, New York, NY. 522 pp.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

V~
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91503-1331

HARR~t’ ~. STON[., Di~et’~r
Tc~or,~: ($15) 4Sg4100

ADDRE.S.S ALL CORJ~.ESPONDENCE TO:
P O.BOX 1460

ALHAMBRA. CALIFOILNIA 91$02-1460

L
February 15, i995 ~F~._~

_

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlre111:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT

In accordance with our agreement with you, as specified in our
September 22, 1994 letter, we are reporting our progress in
completing the monitoring program action items.

a. Render operational an initial monitoring network of
nine stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater
quality in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
Seven stations are to be made operational by November 15,
1994, and two by January I, 1995.

Status: An operating history of our nine automated sampling
stations is attached.

Each station is comprised of state-of-the-art sampling
equipment which has been custom modified to meet the unique
conditions of our storm drain system. To the best of our
knowledge, we are the first agency to attempt to put in place
such a system utilizing special equipment for stormwater
sampling. Each site has been initially programmed during dry
weather with uniform flow, if any, and under stable
conditions. These sites are currently being tested during the
often turbulent and rapidly changing conditions that occur
during storm events. During this storm season, we have been
observing and evaluating the performance of the sampling
equipment so that the equipment configuration and programming
can be adjusted to best collect the needed samples.
Therefore, it is unknown as to the number of storm events that
will be successfully sampled at each site by the end of this
storm season.
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Dr. ~obert P. Ghirelli
February 15, 1995
Page 2

b. Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates of pollutant
loads to Santa Monica Bay.

Status: The baslnwide pollutant load model is operational and
will be able to calculate refined pollutant load estimates
once event-mean concentration values for various pollutants
are available from the monitoring program data.

The EPA Stormwater Management Model developed for Kenter
Canyon is operational and has been run using historical data.

c.    Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin. The initial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

Status:    Implementation of monitoring at our County Road
Maintenance District Yard No. 3 began January I0, 1995, when
a complete set of discrete samples were collected from the
storm of that date. Another complete set of samples were
collected from the storm of January 23, 1995. Both sets were
delivered to our Lab for analysis.

d.    Develop and begin implementation of a monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monica
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: We have completed development of a uniform data
collection format for the 13 baseline BMPs to collect
information on BMP implementation for use in assessing BMP
effectiveness. A copy of the forms was provided to you in our
January report. The County has begun modifying its procedures
to allow for the use of this collection format for our
operations Countywide. We will continue to work with the
other Permittees to establish a format to be implemented by
all agencies. The data collected will be used to assess BMP
effectiveness during future Annual Reports.

e.    Implement a monitoring program to identify locations of
illegal practices and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: Inspection reports for December 1994 and January 1995
are enclosed.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
February 15, 1995
Page 3

f.    Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters
including conducting toxicity studies in the Santa Monlca Bay
Drainage Basin.

Status:    Five proposals were received from bidders on
February I, 1995. We will be contacting you soon about the
funding of this study.

g.    Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and III that
includes all program elements with timellnes for development
and implementation.

Status: The revised monitoring plan was submitted to you
January 12, 1995. We are awaiting your approval.

As previously stated in our January 12, 1995 letter to you, if
installation and operation of the 15 monitoring stations in
Phases II and III are required by October 1995, the start of the
next rainy season, we will need to begin detailed design of these
sites immediately. Therefore, we are requesting your immediate
approval of the five mass emission sites originally proposed to you
on July i, 1994, and the remaining ten sites by February 26, 1995.
Further delay in the approval of these sites will seriously
Jeopardize the installation of all 15 stations by October 15, 1995.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the
undersigned at (818) 458-3500, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Assi~t~l~t Deputy Director
Waste Management Division

WJD:Ii
LETTERS\PRGRS2.95

Enc.
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AUTOMATED MONITORING STATIONS
OPERATING HISTORY

(2/13/95)

STATION HISTORY PRESENT STATUS

Ballona Creek Installed 3/94.                                                    Operational
Storm of 12/24/94: No composite collected due to
power malfunction.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples collected and take
to lab on 1/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite sample collected and
taken to lab on 1/13/95.

Malibu Creek Installed 10/94                                                       Not operating.
Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample not collected due Service personnel to
to probable clogged tubing, inspect auxiliary

Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken pump this week.

to Lab on 1/9/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Severe flooding in area prohibited
Inspection of station until 1/19/95. Evidence showed
that auxillary pump was submerged for considerable
time and not currently operating.

Trancas Creek Installed 7/94 Operational
Storm of 12/24/94: No appreciable runoff.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite sample collected and taken
to Lab on 1/9/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due
to clogged tubing. Tubing cleared 2/10/95.

Kenter Drain Installed 7/94 Not operating.
Storm of 12/24/94: Composite samples not collected Tubing probably
due to clogged tubing. Tubing cleared 12/27. clogged. Service
Storm of I/3/95: Composite samples collected and personnel to inspect
taken to Lab on 1/9/95. tublng thls week.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite sample collected due
to disconnected tubing. Tubing reconnected 2/3/95.



PAOE 2 C~ 2

STATION                   HISTORY                                                              PRESENT STATUS

Pier Drain -             Installed 12/94                                                    Operational
Santa Monica            Storm of 12/24/94: No composite sample collected due

to electronics malfunction.
Storm of 1/3/95: No composite sample collected due to
electronics malfunction.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and
taken to the Lab on 1/13/95.
24-hr Dry Weather composite set-up 1/31/95, but no
flow detected.

Project 5401 -          Installed 11/94                                                       Operational                 )
Manhattan Beach        Storm of 12/24/94: Composite sample collected and

taken to Lab on 12/27/94.
Storm of 1/3/95: Composite samples collected and
taken to Lab on I/5/95.
Storm of 1/10/95: Composite samples collected and
taken to Lab~,~n 1/13/95.
24-hr Dry Weather composite collected 1/31/95 and
taken to Lab on 2/I/95.

Project 558 -           Installed 11/94                                                    Not operating.
Palos Verdes Estates Storm of 12/24/94: No composite samples collected due Required repairs

to malfunctioning pressure transducer. Transducer        identified. Will be
replaced 12/27/94.                                                 repaired when
Storm of 1/3/95: Station severely damaged,                 weather permits, but
Transducer ripped out, grate broken, angle iron bent.    probably not before
Storm drain also suffered structural damage,                the end of February.

Herondo Drain           Installed 12/29/94                                                Operational
Storm of 1/3/95: No composite samples collected due
to malfunctioning auxiliary pump.
Storm of 1/10/95: No composite samples collected due
to malfunctioning auxiliary pump. Pump rewired
2/3/95.

WJD:li
WM-3\FILES\OPHSTRY



ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT
PAGE 1 OF 2 ,

REPORTING PERIOD December 1994

OPEN AREA INSPECTED ILLICIT D~SCHARGECHAFJNEL
FROM TO NUMBER I COMMENTS

OBSERVEO

BaIlona C~ek Dunsmuir Ave 405 FVVY 1 1 - Oil sheen entedng channe~ from City of Lo~ Angeles Drain referred to City of Lo~ Ange~s
C~ of Los Angeles Management Div~on (LASMD)

Pacoima Wash Glenoaks Bird ~ Stree( 2 2 - Sites Issued nolk:es to cede discharge and ~ ~to as~esament/ramedlatJon.

Uppe¢ Station 660+00 Station 948.HX) 3 2 - Sites located within City of Lo~ Angeles. Refe~d to LASMD.Los Angeles

1 - Site on going, joint investigation wflh LASMD, LACDPVV, =nd LACoFim HAZMAT.

Al~so Creek Full Re~lch 2 1 - Site located w~thln CRY of Los Angek~ Joint In~osctinn conducted (LASMO and LACDPW)
illicit discharge resolved.
1 - Site located within City of Los Angeles, refe~’ed to LASMD.

Burbank Western Furl Reach 6 1 - Site located within CRY of Burbank, refefTed to CRY of Burbank, CRy ob~n~d comp~nce

5 - Sites, compliance obtained in field by LACDPW.

TuiurKja Wash Station 2H30 Station 146~0

NONE

Tujunga Wash Sta~on 146+00 Simon 4~(X) --
NONE

Santa Susana Creek Station 41+00 Sta~on 200~.00 4 1 - Site. search waffant mm~d Ioinltv by CIl~ of LA. Bureau of Sanitalk~n, LACoFim NAZMAT, and,-.--,-,.-,
LACDPW.

3 - Sites k)cat~d w~hin CRY of Lx~ Angekm referrad to LASMD,

JB li
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ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT PAGE

REPORTING PERIOD    D~cember

OPEN AREA INSPECTED ILUCIT Dlff, CHAR~E
CHANNEL

FROM TO NU~-~.~R COMMENI~

|

~Wilbur Creek Full Reach
NONE



ILLICIT DISCHARGE INSPECTION REPORT , ¯

REPORTING PERIOD    Janual~/!595

OPEN AREA INSPECTED ILUCrr DISCHARGE
CHANNEL

FROM TO NUMBER COMMENTS
OBSERVED

Sepulveda Chennel
Full      Reach         m                                       NONE

Sawtelle Channel
Full      Reach         m                                       NONE

CentJnela Creek
Full      Reach         ~                                       NONE

Benedict Canyon
Full       Reach         ~                                         NONE

Rexford Channel
Full       Reach          --                                         NONE

WM-3~FILES~NSP.JAN



¯ ~T~-19~ 16:~6       ~HDC-tA ~13-93~-6900                  ~1~ 93~ 1~10 R.01

V

L

~ ~ ¯ .:. ..

C~los an~ ~a~-~ ~u~ ~m new ~ictpal m~o~a~ pm~tt.
As ~ m~ioncd ~o you at ~a~ mme~in~, in ~d~ton to ~

whaler Menus A, ’Band C of ~e Res~ora~ion ProJe=t A~ion

and ~e. �o.p~t~em ~o~d ~. r~i~ed to i~lmmmn~ or ~lysm.

~er f~ ro~ev ~ dlm~amton wl~ ~ ~nsultan~, we              U
re~and ~e foll0wi~ "                          "    ’

of a general ~b~ ~ff o~inan=e ~at (a) provi~l for
re~la~o~ au~ori~7 for overall operation of ~e
pro~a~; (b~ re~la~ and provides for enforc~ent agains~             "
illegal dis~al and. illicit connections; (c) se~ re~i~entl
for and provides for ~forc~ent of construction ~ite ~off
�ontrol prac~s; and (d) se~s remitments for a~ provides

-mnforcemen~ of .s~o~wa~ ~off control prattles at
~d indus~ial .faciliti~.

.~mally we would .llke to see ~e ~glonal ~d
a model ~b~. ~noff o~in~ce ~at ~e Co~y or �o-pe~ittoel
could adop~ in relevan~ ~, whi=h ordln~ce ~uld ~ de~ed ~o .

2. O~neral U~ban Runoff Pro~~ "- We have
found i ~en~ency for ci~ies ~o develop piec~eal p~ra~ (~,
an inspection p=~am o~ s~eclfic education p~o~) wi~ no
overall framework for a sUo~water program. The pe~It should
re~i?e d~velopment of ~ overall program ~at contains
cc=ponen~ ~he prac~ice~ and specific programs outlined in ~l
Action Pla~ menus and/or developed by ~e city. ,
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

O                                                               ~0 SOU~ FREMONT AVENUE       C :

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-133f ¯

~Y W. ~ONL I)b~’~r ~DRESS ALL CORKES~I~NC’E
P.O.BOX

ALHAMBRA, CALiT’OKt,~A 91~2-1~

January 31, 1995
~ER~

~-3

D~. Robe~ ~. Ghl~ellt
Callfornia Regional Water Ouallty

Control Board, ~s ~geles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:

CONFI~TION OF J~ARY 10, 1995 ~ETI~

This letter serves as confi~atlon of the discussion at a meeting
on Janua~ 10, 1995, among myself, Dave Ya~hara, Brian Hooper, and
Gary Hildebrand, of my staff, Catherine ~rrell, Dennis Dasker,
Mark Pumford, and Carlos Urrunaga, of your staff.

~     At this meeting, Catherine ~rrell indicated that the Report of
Waste Discharge was acceptable as the Pe~it renewal appllcatlon.
She further stated ~hat the six proposed stormwater management
plans included in the Report of Waste Discharge would need
addltional Info~atlon in order to serve as the basis for the next
Pe~it.    She indicated that the Regional Water Board will be
holding a series of indivldual meetings with a select group of the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin Pe~ittees, the Executive Adviso~
Co~Ittee, and various Envlro~ental Groups to obtain addltlonal
Info~atlon to be incorporated into the new Pe~It.

Ms. ~rrell asked for, and received, our agreement to work with the
Regional Water Board through these proposed meetings, and again
indicated that the Report of Waste Discharge was acceptable as an
applicatlon.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me
at (818) 458-4002.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

J~ES A. NOYES
Chief Deputy Director

GH:II
LETTERSkJANI0~G
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NPDES STORM WATER PERMIT RENEWAL MEETING
REPRESENTATIVES OF SANTA MONICA BAY CITIES _

JANUARY 17, 1995
L1:30 - 3:30pro

AGENDA

2. Discussion of Report of Waste Discharge letter
to LA County January 13, 1995 (Catherine)

3. Draft Schedule for Permit Preparation (Mark)

4. Overview of Objectives in Developing Permit Requirements (Carlos)

~ 5. Adjourn
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WA~R QUAL~ CONTROL BOARD
~OS ANGELES REGION
~R~ P~ ~ 917~1~
~3)

L
I~ 13,

County of Los Aag~s
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avtnue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL ~
STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT, NPDES RENEWAL APPLICATION
LETTER OF RECEIPT (NPDES No. CA0061654, CI File No. 6948)

Under Title 40 of the Code Federal Regulations 122.21(d)(2), a National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System permit renewal application must be s~bmitted to the permitting authority
180 days prior to the current permit expiration date. On December 21, 1994, this Regional
Water Quality Control Board received the County of Los Angeles and Co-Petmittees’ NPDES
permit renewal application package consisting of eight volumes of the Report of Waste
Discharge (ROWD). Included in the ROWD wire six distinct Storm Water Management
Plans (SWMPs) for the six watershed management arms:

1. Santa Monica Bay - Mah’bu Creek and other Rural Areas;
2. Santa Monica Bay - Ballona Creek and other Urban Areas;
3. Dominguez Channel/Los Angeles Harbor Drainage Areas;
4. Los Angeles Rive~,
5. San Gabriel River, and,
6. Santa Clara River.

Based upon our initial review, the ROWD is deemed acceptable as the permit renewal
application. However, the SWMPs, in particular those for the Santa Monica Bay Watershed
Management Areas, need ~itional information to serve as the core provisions for permit
renewal.

The Santa Monica Bay SWMPs do not adequately incorporate what has previously been
learned either in the current municipal storm water discharge permit or through the Santa
Monica Bay Restoration Project, a National Estuary Program established under Section 320
the Federal Clean Water ACt.
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Therefore, it is our intent to prepare six (6) municipal storm water permits that will be based T
on your submitted ROWD. It is also our intent that the permits for the Santa Monica Bay
Watershed Ma~gement Areas include an accelerated implementation schedule to reflect their
lead in the staggered phasing of the current permit. We also l~lan to work with a core group
of agencies representing the Co-Perrnittees and several environmental groups to determine
what additionsJ requirements and/or provisions will be incorporated into the dra~ permits to
supplement the information in the two SWMPs for the Santa Monica Bay. Based upon the
Santa Monica Bay experience, additional permit conditions which supplement the other U
SWMPs for the remaining m’eas will be developed. These additional draf~ permit conditions
will then be distributed to the public, the Executive Advisory Committee, and the other Co-
Permittees for review and comments. A scl~lule is under development.

If you should have any questions in regm-ds to this matter, please call me at (213) 266-7515 _.__._..

or have your staff call Carlos M. Un’un~a a~ (213) 266-7598.

cA’rI-]~P,.I~IE ~

co: .lorge Le6n, Office of the Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Con~ol Board
Cau’~erine Kuhlman, United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX u
Gary Hildebrand, Department of Public Works, County of Los Angeles
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOU~ FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-13~1

P.O.BOX 14~
ALHA.MB~ CAL~OIU~A 91~-I~

January 12, 1995 WM-3

California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

101 Centre Plaza Drive .....
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 ~. r.,

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli: ~ "

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISC~LIM~ATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, C~6~48, B~RD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS RE~RT/

In accordance with our a~T~ement with you, as specified in our
September 22, 1994 letter, we are reporting our progress in
completing the monitoring program action items.    We are also
addressing the commen~s in your December 21, 1994 letter regarding
our progress report letter dated December 14, 1994.

a. Render operational an initial monitoring network of
nine stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater
quality in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
Seven stations are to be made operational by November 15,
1994, and two by January i, 1995.

Status: As prevlously reported, seven stations were completed
and operational as of November 15, 1994.    The remaining
two stations were completed and operational as of December 29,
1994. This completes the installation of the nine required
monitoring stations in the Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin.

Each station is comprised of state-of-the-art sampling
equipment which has been custom modified to meet the unique
conditions of our storm drain system. To the best of our
knowledge, we are the first agency to attempt to put in place
such a system utilizing special equipment for stormwater
sampling. Each site has been initially programmed during dry
weather with uniform flow, if any, and under stable
conditions. These sites have yet to be fully tested during
the often turbulent and rapidly changing conditions that occur
during storm events. During the balance of this storm season,
we will be observing and evaluating the performance of the
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
January 12, 1995
Page 2

sampling equipment so that the equipment configuration and
programming can be adjusted to best collect the needed
samples. Therefore, it is unknown as to the number of storm
events that will be successfully sampled at each Bite by the
end of this storm season.

The severe storm that occurred January 4 and 5, 1995, caused
structural damage to our storm drain Project No. 558 in the
City of Palos Verdes. The monitoring station installed on the
drain was also damaged, and at this time it is not known when
the drain can be repaired and the monitoring station again
rendered operational. As a result of the recent series of
storms, other stations are also not operating properly. As
crews become available, we will be doing a full assessment of
the nine monitoring stations.

The following action items were completed by January 15, 1995.

b. Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates of pollutant
loads to Santa Monica Bay.

Status: The basinwlde pollutant load model is operational and
will be able tO calculate refined pollutant load estimates
once event-mean concentration values for various pollutants
are available from the monitoring program data. Enclosed is
a typical report for a watershed.

The EPA SWMM model developed for Kenter Canyon is operational
and has been run using historical data. Enclosed is a report
on the model.

c.    Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin. The initial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

Status:    Implementation of monitoring at our County Road
Maintenance District Yard No. 3 began January 10, 1995. See
enclosed work plan for details.

d.    Develop and begin implementation of a monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monica
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status:    We have completed development of a uniform data
collection format for the 13 baseline BMPs to collect
information on BMP implementation for use in assessing BMP
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll
January 12, 1995
Page 3

effectiveness. A copy of the forms is enclosed. The County
has begun modifying its procedures to allow for the use of
this collection format for our operations Countywide. We will
continue to work with the other Permlttees to establish a
format to be implemented by all agencies. The data collected
will be used to assess BMP effectiveness during future Annual
Reports.

e.    Implement a monitoring program to identify locatlons of
illegal practices and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.

Status:     Storm drain inspections to Identify Illegal
dlscharges/dlsposal practices in Ballona Creek In the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin began December 5. Inspections
of Pacolma Wash in the Upper Los Angeles River Drainage Basin
began December i. Enclosed is a copy of the work plan for
this program.    Due to the severity of storms since the
beginning of the year and the subsequent commitment of field
forces, a progress report for the month of December 1994 will
be submitted with the next monthly report.

f. Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters

studies in the Santa Monica Bayincluding conducting toxicity
Drainage Basin.

Status: Notices advertising the Request for Proposal were
mailed to 130 prospective consultants on December 22, 1994.
A copy of the RFP is enclosed. The RFPs are to be submitted
by February i, 1995.

g.    Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and III that
includes all program elements with tlmelines for development
and implementation.

Status:    Enclosed is the revised monitoring program for
Phases II and III which includes all program elements.

Installation of the 15 monitoring stations in Phases II and III for
operation by October 1995, the start of the next rainy season, will
necessitate that we begin detailed design of these sites in
January 1995. Therefore, we are requesting your approval of the
five mass emission sites originally proposed to you on July I,
1994, by January 31, 1995, and the additional ten sites by
February 26, 1995.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll                                                                V
Janua~ 12, 1995
Page 4

O

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the               L
undersigned at (818) 458-3500, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m.              ~
to 5:30 p.m.

Ve~ truly yours,

~RRY W. S~NE
10Director of Publlc Works

GH:Ii
LETTERS\PRGRSI.95                                                                     ~

Enc.                                                                                    U
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Mr. Jim Noyes

If you should have any questions in regards to this lct~er, please call me at (213) 266-7510 or               ~L

have your staff call Carlos M. Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.                                                                      "~ ~

cc: Jorge Le~n, Of 13~ of the Chief Counsel, State Wster Resources Control Board
Gary Hildebrand, Department of Public Works, County of Los Angeles

U
n
U
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RECO~NDED PROGRAM FOR URBAN RUNOFF POLLUTANT CONTROL FOR

1 0LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND CO-PERMFFFEES SUBJECT TO STORMWATER i
NPDES PERMIT                                              ~

Repon to

Natural Resources Defense Council
Los Angeles O~ce

l~ichard K Homer

230 NW 5.5 Street
Seattle, WA 98107

(206) 782-7400

,lanuar’y 1995
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T7
INTRODUCTION

Provisions of the federal Clean Water Act and court decisions pursuant to the legislation require
certain municipalities to obtain permits under National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) authority for the discharge ofstormwater to natural surface waters. Operation of the
program is delegated to states in most cases, including California’s. California exercises its
authority through the State Water Resources Control Board, which manages water quality
through R.egional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCB). The P, WQCB for the Los Angeles
region has specified requirements and provided guidance for NPDES permit submittals for the
municipalities in its region. The permit is being implemented with the County of LOs Angeles as ,,~
principal permittee and all cities and other recognized entities as co-permittees. Organizing with
respect to major drainage basins, the regional board has stated conditions applkable to the .-. v
affected municipalities within each basin.

The RWQCB provided the ¢o-permiRees through its Order No. 90-079 (~lun¢ 25, 1990) with
instructions on what elements were to be included in their nonpoint pollutant control programs, ,,-_---
and the order and timing for the various activities. The program schedule was intended to be .,
followed in a step-wise manner, so that each prior effort helps to build a foundation for
subsequent work. A lack of satisfactory completion of the early steps will handicap later
activities. In their review of second-year compliance (.lune 17, 1993), the RWQCB supplemented
their earlier instructions with a list of 13 Baseline Best Management Practices (BBM~s) required
in each program developed under the permit.

A central task in Order No. 90-079 is Task 3.1.2, which required a plan appropriate for the
permittee’s circumstances to control pollutants to the maximum extent practicable (emphasis
added). The RWQCB in its second-year review stated that the BBMPs listed there will not
entirely satisfy the requirements but serve as a minimum.

The Natural Resources Defense Council (NP,.DC) in Los Angeles requested recommendation of a                L
comprehensive runoff control program that would fully comply with N’PDES requirements. This                  ,
report presents such a program and discusses its development and composition. The
recommended program elements are considered to represent a complete response that would
entirely satisfy RWQCB requirements, including control of pollutants to the maximum extent
practicable.

This report provides supporting materials to two tables following the narrative. Table 1 concisely
presents the recommended program elements. Table 2 relates the recommended program to the
RWQCB requirements, as given in Order No. 90-079 and the review of./une 17, 1993, and the
specified dates of compliance. The elements are identified by an alphanumeric system in the tables
and this narrative, where they appear in bold type.
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METHODS OF ANALYSIS

A specific stormwater discharge control program can only be designed with reference to site-
specific conditions. The selection of’particular practices depends on a wide array of conditions.
Just a few examples are the site topography, soils, and other physical characteristics; the land use
and activities to take place on the si:e; its proximity to natural receiving waters and the beneficial
uses and relative sensitivity of those waters; and the service by public drainage systems.
Nevertheless, some elements of a good program are common among sites, and others can be
selected with a broad analysis that recognizes the general characteristics of a region. Such a
program can identify a suite of’practices that are expected to be generally applicable in the region,
or at least appropriate options for some sites, depending on their own specific characteristics.
This type of analysis is the basis for the program recommended for municipalities in the Los
Angeles region.

Five somewhat independent bases were used to devise the recommended program. Most
fundamental was the stated requirements of RWQCB Order No. 90-079 and the second-year
review. The remaining bases were utilized to outline the RWQCB requirements in more specific
programmatic terms according to the standard of maximum practicable control of water
pollutants.

The second basis was a systematic practice selection using the screening procedure in the
California Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbooks (Camp Dresser and McKee et al.
1993). In this procedure alternative practices are scored according to several factors: ability to
meet regulatory requirements, practice effectiveness, public acceptance, ability to be implemented,
institutional constraints, and cost. The total scores provide guidance for adoption., This exercise
was performed in a systematic fashion, although on a quite general regional scale. ’

The third basis was Volume IV of’the Assessment of Storm Drain Sources of Contaminants to
Santa Monica Bay (Stenstrom and Strecker 1993). This document specifies practices for one of"
the major drainage basins in the region in categories of "mandatory," "recommended," and
"optional." It was inspected for the degree of agreement with the handbook screening procedure.
There was good general agreement between the highly ranking practices in the screening exercise
and the mandatory practices of Stenstrom and Strecker, as well as between the intermediate
ranking and recommended practices. One source or the other occasionally brought out some
practice that was given less emphasis by the other. In particular, the provisions of’Stenstrom and
Strecker emphasized legal and programmatic actions that local governments should take to
establish the overall program on a firm foundation.

"The fourth basis was the BIV[P selection procedure in the Stormwater Management Manual for
the Puget Sound Basin (Washington Department of Ecology 1992). This procedure is very
thorough but requires site-based informa:ion to apply fully. Therefore, it was consulted mainly
for its general ratings of the appropriateness of practices for different objectives.
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The final basis was the experience and judgment of’the author accumulated over more than 28
years of professional experience, l 8 in stormwater management. In addition to being employed in ~’-
the screening exercise, this background was used mainly to resolve differences among the other
sources and consolidate their findings in a unified recommended program.

In addition to these sources, a number of submissions to the RWQCB by the principal permittee T
and co-permit’tees were consulted to get an understanding of the context in which the jurisdictions
are operating. These documents provided a picture of the approximate level of development of a
number of the programs in the region and the range of’circumstances under which the
municipalities are operating.

Naturally, the actual results realized fi’om the application of’any practice depend on the quality of
the selection process, design, installation, znd operation, which can vary widely. The selections
for the recommended program recognized their ability to be implemented, and thus the potential
for achieving a high quality application. Beyond that, application for optimum effectiveness is an
implicit assumption.

The recommended program omits measures purely taken to control the quantity ofstormwater
runoff. Quantity control has meant flood control in the past, but now it is recognized that altered
quantity ofrunoffwith development also has serious implications for the habitats of aquatic
organisms. Alterations occur in both elevated peak flow rates, which create higher frictional
stress on stream beds and banks, and greater total volumes of runoff, which extends that stress U
over longer time periods. These conditions lead to erosion and sediment transport, which thereby
becomes a water quality problem. In addition to physically disrupting habitats, the higher flows f r~
and sediments have some direc~d, y damaging effects on organisms. Therefore, a comprehensive Ustorrnwater management program would give requisite attention to water quantity as well as
water quality, n

UQuantity considerations were left aside, however, for two reasons. One, NQDES authority has
not generally been interpreted to apply directly to quantity problems. A recent U. S. Supreme
Court decision held, however, ti~t quantity considerations are integral with water quality under
the Clean Water Act, although it is not clear yet how the decision will affect the stormwater
NPDES program. The second reason is that stream and Freshwater wetland habitats, which are
most affected by quantity problems, ace not prominent in the watershed in question. In contrast,
this issue is very prominent in stormwater management in the Pacific Northwest, which has a
profusion of these environments and associated highly valued salmonid fish habitat,                           q
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RUNOFF POLLUTANT CONTROL PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS

LEGAL AUTHORITY

The co-permittees were asked to document that they possessed adequate legal authority to
operate a stormwater program flask 2. !. 10) and to acquire specific powers to regulate illicit
discharges and illegal disposal (Task 3.3). Evidence provided by some of the municipalities
subject to the permit left some question as to whether their existing city codes were ~t for
satisfying the intentions of the NVDES permit. In some cases, the cities identified existing
ordinances that may have been enacted for goals that differ from those ofthe NPDES program
and may fail to support a coherent, integrated approach to the problem. Much as the cities have
adopted laws concerning earthquake building codes and proper garbage disposal, they should
devote effort to adopting ordinances (A) with a specific focus on urban runoff management.
Although some ofthe cities’ staffs may lack the expertise to develop stormwater laws
independently, they should commit to codifying such ordinances based on a model developed in
Los Angeles County, or elsewhere. These ordinances must clarWy enforcement jurisdiction,
particularly for illegal discharges and illicit connections, idemify applicable state and federal laws,
and define who has responsibility for enforcement ofvarious provisions. For example, some of
the cities that contain county-owned storm drains or have a contract with the county for industriai
waste services should state which party is responu’ble for illegal discharges in various portions of
the storm drain system.

Municipal storm water ordinances could be wzuctured most easily of the basis of Order No. 90-
079. A section on general nonpoint runofffrom residential, industrial, and commercial sources
(AI) should state the goals of the stormwater management program, including the particular city
council’s findings on existing problems and needs. The objectives of eli~nating illegal discharges
and illicit connections and controlling construction site runoff should be stated in this section, but
explained in detail elsewhere, because they require somewhat different actions than general
nonpoint pollutant control The ordinance should state any obligations the city has to enforce
related state and federal laws and clarify enforcement jurisdictions. The city should require the
compliance of its own operations with the ordinance and provide for the reporting of the results
of the stormwater program in public documents. The ordinance should also state the
requirements for General Industrial Stormwater Permits (G]SPs) and General Construction
Storrnwater Perrrfits (GCSPs) from the state and for Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans at
industrial sites. Some form of water quality standards needs to be included, whether they be a
total prohibition on certain kinds of discharges, or are based on requirements imposed by superior
jurisdictions or on the best available scientific information. Description of some of the BM~s that
.may be required should be inciuded, with a ciause allowing the city to order other practices as
needed to attain water quality standards.

Illegal discharges and illicit connections (A2) should be addressed in a specific section of the
stormwater ordinance that includes a description of legal sanctions and fines that the city may
impose. The co-permittees should prohibit the installation of illegal coanections to storm drains in
new construction and require removal of such connections in e>dsting and redeveloped properties.
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There needs to be some method of determining responsibility for illegal connections, based on
whether the connection was installed by or known to the property owner. The division of ~ ~ ]
responsibility for enforcement against illegal discharge and illicit connections between Los
Angeles County and the individual cities needs to be defined where storm drains axe not under T
single ownership and a contractual relationship exists. The ordinance should commit the city to                 [.
an inspection program that will actively search for and enforce against illegal discherges ~d illicit
connections.                                                                              ~

Construction runoff control (A3) could be dealt with legally by incorporating numy of the
construction BMPs from the California Storm Water Best Management Practices Handbooks.
The law should state the requirement for NPDES permits for sites larger than five acres and for
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans. The ordinance should give the city the ability to
regulate the length of time that soil can he bare and to impose a system for prohibiting at certain
times, especially in sensitive cases. Fines and sanctions for ordinance violations and the means for
educating contractors on runoff regulations should be enumerated, as well. A clause should be
included in the ordinance that makes it applicable to both new development and redevelopment.
Authority to carry out inspections of construction sites should be elaborated.

One method of gradually achieving more effective resource protection in an already highly
developed watershed is to impose all the requirements pertaining to new construction to any site
with existing development when it is redeveloped. This measure has the added benefit of making
the program more fair over time in its treatment of old and new development. The authority to
apply such a requirement should be established by ordinance (A4). Elsewhere, the authority has
been assumed whenever an expansion or material improvement of an existing development has

WATER QUALITY MONITORING

The basis for any successful program to control nonpoint pollutants is an understanding of
existing water quality and watershed conditions (B). Few of the co-permittees have performed
detailed water quality monitoring (Bla), and county-wide research has been performed at only a
relatively small number of sites. Cataloging of watershed characteristics (B! b) has also
apparently not been carried out by many of the municipalities. As a result, the cities have
frequently chosen to initiate BMPs, particularly the compulsory baseline BMPs, without making
an adequate assessment of their site-specific water quality problems, including important
pollutants and their sources. Although broad, basin-wide measures axe likely to be somewhat
helpful, there are clear variations in the geographical characteristics of the cities that should be
considered to determine the optimal selection of management practices

One of the difficulties in obtaining needed baseline data is a lack of funding for water quality
analyses and geographic information system equipment. However, much information can be
gathered without the aid of sophisticated equipment. Each city is required to work on acquiring
data on qualitative watershed characteristics (Task 2.1.3) (B 1 b), including land uses, factors
exacerbating pollution, industrial facilities, soils, and other relevant features. Estimation of
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impervious fractions for each land use (Task 2.1.4), determined either by using published averages
or by actually measuring impervious fractions for each property, are crucial to calculating the
potential for pollutam transport. The results ofwatershed analysis can then be used to guide
selection of existing wat~ quality data from other locations with similar characteristics (B 1
The co-permittees should be able to employ data being gathered through Los Angeles County
coordinated sampling. This method of pollutant runoff estimation will aid the municipalities in
making educated decisions about which BM])s are likely to work best for them using
economically feasible mefimds.

There has been a clear disparity in the expertise of storm drain utility personnel among the various
municipalities. The largest utilities appear to be staffed with individuals well versed in the urban
runoff field, but the smaller cities may lack the resources to hire an employee devoted solely to                 "~
this problem. Either these smaller co-permittees should make an effort to acquire an employee
qualified in the urban nmofffieid, or they should seek greater cooperation with County staffon a
contractual or informal basis (Bid). In many instances, program inconsistencies among the
various jurisdictions could be redressed by seeking greater cooperation.

A fundamental permi( task is to identify and eliminate illegal discharges and illicit connections to
the storm drains (B2). One useful method for pursuing this goal is to encourage public reporting
(B2a), as the RWQCB has suggested, which can provide both useful information to ordinance
enforcement personnel and promote public education. However, city staff will also needs to
perform regular surveillance of the storm drain system (B2b) for unusual or contaminated flows.
These observations could be made in catch basins, drain outfalis, or storm channels. If possible,
water sampling (B2c) in locations where problems are believed to be likely could aid greatly in
identifying the magnitude of the problems and their possible sources.

GENERAL URBAN RUNOFF POLLUTANT CONTROL

l,~rban Runoff Program l)evelot)men|

Prerequisite to urban runoffpollutam control (C) are certain program development and
implementation steps (CI). First, municipalities should engage in comprehensive stormwater
management planning activities (Cla). This planning is a natural outgrowth of the data-gathering,
mapping, and problem-identification steps specified under element B ! above. Planning is the
means for developing strategies to attack problems through the application of the practices that
will be discussed below. A second programmatic element is to set up a permit application review
program (Clb), under which applicants’ stormwater pollution prevention plans and other
submittals can be evaluated and approved or disapproved. A third essential element is an
inspection and enforcement program (Clc). Its purpose is follow up to ensure that permit
conditions are met. The final programmatic element is an operation and maintenance program
(Cld). T~s program applies mainly to drains and treatment controls in long-term service, which
require upkeep to retain effectiveness.
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V
General urban runoff control may be a~omplished through the use of’source (C2) or treatment
(C3) controls.

Source Controls g

Source control of pollutants (C2) is preferred to treatment of contaminated water because it is
more effective and results in lower costs, both fiscally and environmeatally. In addition, the
highly developed character of much of the Los Angeles region precludes the retrofitting of land-
intensive treatment controls and requires the municipalities to concentrate on reducing pollutant
inputs to the existing storm drain system. For general runoff pollutant control from residential, "/ ~’~
commercial, and industrial land uses, public education (CZa) should receive a strong emphasis.
Educational media should be chosen that have the potential of reaching the widest possible
audience. Some of the proposals made by co-permittees rely too much on either chance exposure
to the public or on the desire of’individuals to seek information fix~n specialized sources. Articles
and public announcements in the newspaper and cable television programs fall into this category,
because their success depends on the individual picking up a newspaper or tuning into a particular
station at a certain time. The catch basin stencils are likely to be a more effective method because
they will be seen and, hopefully, understood by a large portion of the population on a daily basis.
Related methods, which have been used in the Seattle area, are signs that make the public aware
when they are entering the watershed of a valued natural water body and signs at bridges that Uurge the protection of stream quality. Other potentially effective techniques include television
commercials, mailings inserted in utility bills, brochures, billboards, and ~venising on publicF n
transportation. u
Contacts between city enforcement personnel and private citizens and commercial, industrial, and nconstruction workers should also be considered an important component of public education.
This education may be performed using runoff control BMP checklists, information sheets, U
workshops, and if necessary, by the imposition of sanctions and fines. Other worthwhile efforts
could include providing public speakers for community groups and schools. The future behavior
of children may be positively affected by instruction at an early age, and they may also
communicate what they learned to their parents, affecting adult behavior to some degree.

In combination with educational efforts to discourage the improper disposal of motor oil and
other hazardous materials, the municipalities must maintain their collection programs (CZb).
Petroleum and other organic compounds are among the significant pollutants in the receiving n
waters to be protected by the permit, and it is clearly worthwhile to try to keep them from
entering runoff In addition, disposal of these substances to sanitary sewers can negatively affect
sewage treatment plant operations by killing bacteria,

r~
Storm drain facility maintenance (C2c) can be effective in reducing polluted runoff when regularly
performed. As catch basins become increasingly full, their ability to retain solids and their
associated contaminants diminishes Rather than establishing a fixed cleaning schedule for an
entire city., catch basins may fill at different tales due to individual calchment characteristics, such
as land use, exposure of soil, and amount of trees. The goal of removing material when they are
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less than 50% full will increase the effectiveness of this BMP. The maintenance of other
stormwater facilities, including treatment controls, should be required by the RWQCB to maintain
their functioning and effectiveness in reducing pollution. A related issue, d~scussed by several of
the co-permittees, is the upkeep and renovation of sanitary sewers (C2j) to prevent blockages
that may cause sewage to flow to storm drains. Because bacterial contamination iS of concern in
some regional surface waters like Santa Monica Bay, each municipality shoeld make a careful
examination of its sewer systems to identify any combined sewers or other cross mnnections that
could reduce the proper functioning of either sanitary or storm sewers. Ex~-,~ive Io=ding of
combined sewers during r=in storms can lead to combined sewer overflow~ to n=uml w~ter
bodies.

Illegal discharges and illicit connections (B2 and C2d)may be related in their effects on water
quality, but different measures are needed to eliminate them. Illegal discharges may be related to
any land use and are likely to originate on the surface. Illicit connections are more likely to be a
problem for waste water-producing commercial and industrial operations and are frequently
hidden underground. Public education along with enforcement should be the primary approach to
illegal discharges. Illicit connections may result in chronic flows, the sources of which may be
difficult to identify. While sophisticated detection methods and regular water quality monitoring
may not be feasible (B2c), regular surveillance and detailed record keeping should aid greatly in
detecting illicit connections. City inspections of commercial and industrial facilities (C2k and
D2h) that may be potential sources of contamination is another important means of detection.
Prevention of illicit or inadvertent connections should be a major goal at development or
redevelopment sites (C2d).

Water conservation (C2e), while a generally beneficial activity and a required baseline BMP,
addresses the quantity of water consumed rather than the uses to which it is put and its ultimate
fate. Outdoor water use can contribute to dry weather flows, which frequently have pollutant
concentrations much higher than storm flows, but lower overall ioadings. Perhaps an emphasis
should be placed on the limitation of water-consuming activities in areas where outflow could
reach storm sewers, particularly car, sidewalk, and driveway washing, to meet both water
conservation and quality goals.

Measures related to control ofthe flow ofvarious solid materials to storm drains include: illegal
dumping prevention (C2f), litter control (C2g), grounds maintenance control (CZh), and control
of animal waste, yard waste, general debris, and refuse (C2i). Po!lutant constituents most closely
associated with solid waste include bacterial contamination, total suspended solids, biochemical
oxygen demand, nutrients, and visual blight. In general, efforts to control these materials should
emphasize those that are most likely to result in elevated dissolved pollutant concentrations,

.which are most damaging to a broad range of beneficial coastal uses. The RWQCB included litter
control and recycling in its 13 baseline BMPs, but such large forms of solid waste are probably
not among the greatest problems facing the bay. Efforts should be made to reduce the flow of
yard wastes to the storm drains, including soil, fallen leaves, plant material, and lawn clippings,
and to prevent the entry of animal wastes into storm drains.
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Treatment Controls

As stated above, treatment controls (C3) are likely to have a smaller role in mitigating runoff
impacts in a higldy developed region than source controls. For general urban runoff, they should
be considered for use, where feasible, for mitigating the impacts of pollution not prevented by
source controls.

Of the available treatment techniques, infiltration (C3a), media filtration(C~b), oH/water
separators (C~c), and water quality inlets and other improved catch basin designs (C~d) are likely
to be the most practical in the basin due to their limited space needs. Devices such as biofiiters
(C3e) and wet ponds (C31") should definitely be considered for larger new developments and
redevelopment.

On-site infiltration is preferable where soils, slopes, and water tables permit, because it precludes
any surface runoff’that could affect aquatic resources. Wl~le these benefits are very significant if"
they can be achieved, considerable care must be taken to site infiltration facilities only in places
where hydrological conditions have been demonstrated to be suitable for the intended service.
Furthermore, these facilities must be guarded against sediment Ioadings that could clog them.
Residential areas may be the most feasible for infiltration because of their relatively higher
pervious area, in which each house is surrounded by vegetation than can help promote infiltration
and protect soil. In such areas, direct roof-to-storm drain connections should be limited, with
preference for small-scale infiltration trenches and wells. Driveways should also be drained away
from streets, if possible. For other laad uses, infiltration may be most appropriate for parking
lots, using perforated brick and Lnfiltration trenches.

It appears that many, if not most, oft.he catch basins currently used in Los Angeles area storm
drain systems have little sump capacity to capture and store larger solids. Replacing this type of
catch basin with a "trapping catch basin," which has a sump below its discharge point, is a definite
retrofit possibility in existing developments. The trapping catch basin should be made standard in
new construction. It appears that a well maintained trapping catch basin can reduce total solids in
runoffby approximately 70 percent and the suspended fraction that is most environmentally
damaging by perhaps 20-25 percent. ,]urisdictions should evaluate their systems to determine
where catch basin replacement would be most cost-effective and then set up a schedule to make
the replacements over time.

A relatively new device that has been demonstrating promise around the country are sand filters
(C3b), which can be installed, for example, below grade along the periphery of parking lots and
.require little space. At a Seattle industrial site, they have shown initial effectiveness in
substantially reducing suspended solids, oil and grease, and total petroleum hydrocarbons.
Results elsewhere have shown promise for other types of pollutants, as well.

9
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INDUSTRIAL AND CONSTRUCTION SITE RUNOFF CONTROL

Industrial (D) and construction runoff.pollutant controls (E) are adequately addressed by the
California Storm Water Quality Best Management Practices Handbooks. Education and
enforcement for these activities should be directed towards promoting these BMPs. Tbe legal
authority to issue permits for each size where these activities take place distinguishes the~
activities from general urban land use, and gives the co-permittees a relatively high d~,ree of
control over discharges from these sites. In both cases the preparation of stormwat~, pollution
prevention plans (DI and El) is maadated by NPDES regulations. In both instanoes, abo,
compliance can be pursued through soun:� controls (D2 and E2), treatment r, oatrois (D~ md F~),
or both. Direct communication of information by city workers (D2a and E2a) is likely to b¢
crucial for industrial, commercial, and construction operations, because of the impracticality of
affecting these activities through tbe mass media. Site inspections are an important element of
such an effort (D2h and E2p). Pre.construction m~etings present an ~xceilent opportunity to
highlight the provisions of erosion and sediment control plans, performance e, xpoctations, and the
inspection program. The municipalities should be active in promoting source controls through
such educational methods as checklists, h’fommion forms, meetings with plant and ¢onsm~ction
site workers, and training. They should also pursue enforcement to ensure runoff source controls
through adoption of SWPPPs that include spill containment and clean-up procedures (DZb and
E2b), proper materials (D2c and F.2c) and fuel storage (D2d and E2d), correct equipra~nt
washing (D2e and E2e) and maintenance operations (D2f and E2f), and proper waste handling
and disposal (D2g and E2g), Included among waste handling practices on construction sites
should be concrete waste management.

Other important source controls, specifically rdevant to construction, are construction scheduling
to minimize the exposure of soil during the rainy season (E2h) and preservation of natural
vegetation by setting clearing limits (g2i). In sensitive locations with higidy erosive .soils,
slopes, or close proximity to receiving waters, no clearing should be permitted during the rainy
season. Other construction site runoffcontrols include runoffconveyance and retention devices
(E2j), temporary and permanent vegetation establishment (E2k), inlet protection (E21),
construction entrance stabilization (£2m), construction road stabilization (E2n), and outle~
protection (£2o). Industrial and construction runoff control should emphasize source control
but treatment controls should also be mandated where appropriate. In order to meet water quality
standards required by an NPDES industrial permit where highly oily and contaminated runoffis
anticipated, certain industrial sites may need to deploy such treatment controls (D;3) as oil/water
separators, media filtration, and water quality inlets in both existing and new facilities. Treatment
controls for construction include filter fabric fences (g3a), sediment basins and traps (E~b), and
the installation of permanent treatment controls prior to construction (E3c).

R0032756            !



COMPARISON OF THE RECOMMENDED PROGRAM TO RWQCB
REQUIREMENTS                             ~’~

The recommended program is more specific than the requirements issued in Order No. 90-079.
However, the effect of the Order is to require the specification of practices in each of the groups
and categories in the recommended program, namely:

Jurisdictional (Order requirement 3.3)

General Urban (3.1.2)
Source Control                                                                  ...-
Treatment

Industrial (3.1.2)
Source Control
Treatment

Construction A~vity (2.1.6)
Erosion and Sediment Control

Preventive
Treatment

Other Construction Site Problem ~

Unlike the recommended program, the Order does not separate general urban and industrial
groups, although it refers to ]and uses in both, nor does it separate erosion and sediment control
and other construction site problem areas. These separations are made in the recommended
program for clarity because of’the fundamental differences in the practices employed. The only
instance in which the Order gets specific is in the control of illicit connections and dumping
(3.1.3), which falls under the Source Control category in the General Urban group in the
recommended program.

Table 2 relates each element of the recommended program to a task in the original RWQCB
Order or a BBMP in the second-year review. Also indicated is whether a task is a documentation
(D), planning (P), or evidence (E) requirement. A documentation task is a requirement to furnish
information on activities existing at the time of the permit’s issuance. Planning tasks require the
preparation of detailed plans with schedules for implementation of ordinances, urban runoff
BMPs, illegal discharge and illicit connection elimination, and construction site runoff controls.
Evidence tasks constitute proof of progress on implementing activities proposed under the
planning tasks. It should be noted that task numbers sometimes appear in more than one place on
Table 2 (e. g., 2.1.10, 3.1. !). In these instances the task defined by the RWQCB incorporated
two or more distinct elements. These distinctions could arise because the task involves more than
one classification (D, P, or E), or because it represents more than one element in the
recommended program, or because the description clearly implies separate subtasks.
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It bears reemphasis that the principal bases for arriving at the model program were the California
Storm Water Best Management Practices Handbooks and the recommendations of" Stenstrom and
Strecker (1993), behind both of which is very extensive analysis pertinent to the case in point.
The issuance of the Handbooks is a landmark event, in that it provides all the jurisdictions in the
state with the tools to implement a program equivalent to the model offered here.
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Table 1. Recommended Program for Urban Runoff Pollutant Control for Los Angeles
County and Co-Permittees Subject to Stormwater NPDES Permit

A. Legal Authority

AI. General Urban RunoffOrdinance Providing Regulatory Authority for the Overall
Program

A2. Section or Ordinance to Enforce Against Illegal Disposal and Illicit Connections
A3. Section or Ordinance Kequiring the Control of Construction Site Kunoffwith

Enforcement Provisions
A,I. Section or Ordinance Setting Requirements for Upgrading Stormwater Management

at Redeveloping Sites

B. Water Quality Monitoring

BI. General Urban Runoff

a. Regular water quality monitoring of storm drains to guide the program and
evaluate its results, if financially feasible

b. Identification and mapping of watershed characteristics to calculate potential U
runoff volumes, pollutant sources, and exacerbating factors n~ Extrapolation of water quality and quantity data from areas with similar
watershed characteristics to estimate runoff pollutant quantities and toU
select BMPs

d. A~quisition of personnel qualified in the urban runoff field, or greater
cooperation with co-permittees on NPDES program

B2. Illegal Discharge and Illicit Connections

a. Promoting reporting by the public of illegal discharges
b. Surveillance ofthe storm drain system to detect unusual or illegal discharges

and to trace their source
c. Use of water quality sampling to detect illegal discharges and illicit ’

connections, if financially feasible
i L~-!

C. General Urban Runoff Pollutant Controls

CI. Urban RunoffProgram Development                                                 ~"

a. Urban runoff management planning
b. Permit application review program
c. Inspection and enforcement program
d. Operation and maintenance program

13
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C2. Source Controls

a. Public education and storm drain stenciling
b. Used oil recycling and hazardous household waste collection
¢. Stormwater management facility maintenance: catch basins, storm drains, and

treatment facilities
d. Illicit connection control: prevention at building and removal
e. Water conservation
f. Illegal dumping prevention
g. Litter control
h. Grounds maintenance control
L Control of animal wastes, yard wastes, general debris, and refuse
j. Maintenance and reconstruction of sanitary and combined sewer systems to

prevent flows of untreated sewage to the storm drains
k. Inspections of commercial facilities

C3. Treatment Controls (selected as appropriate and necessary to meet program
objectives based on site-specific analyses; refer to supporting materials)

a. Infiltration
b. Media filtration (sand filters and similar devices)
�. Oil/water separators
d. Water quality inlets
e. Biofiltration (vegetated swales)
f. Wet or extended-detention dry ponds
g. Constructed wetlands (hydrology permitting)
h. Multiple systems

D. Industrial Runoff Control

DI. Development, Review, and Enforcement of Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans
(SWPPPs)

D2. Source Controls

a. Employee education and training (using checklists, information sheets, and
meetings with city stormwater personnel)

b. Spill containment and clean-up procedures
c. Outdoor processing and material handling and storage control
d. Vehicle fueling control
e. Equipment cleaning control
L Outdoor equipment maintenance
g. Waste handling and disposal control
h. Inspections of industrial facilities
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D3. Treatment Controls (same as general urban treatment controls)

E. Construction Site Runoff Control

El. Development, Review, and Enforcement of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans
/’or Construction Sites (also termed Erosion and Sediment Control Plan~-ESCs)

E2. Source Controls (as specified in ESC plan based on site-specific anabyses)

a. Employee education and training (using checkJists, information sheets, and
meetings with city stormwater personnel)

b. Spill containment and dean-up procedures
�. Outdoor material handling and storage comrol
d. Vehicle fueling control
e. Equipment cleaning control
f. Outdoor equipment maintenance
g. Concrete and general waste handling and disposal control
h. Construction scheduling
i. Preserving natural vegetation/clearing limits
j. Runoff controls (temporary drains, swales, and dikes, slope terracing, and

subsurface drains)
k. Tempora~ and permanent vegetation establishment (seeding, mulching, mats

and blankets, and sodding)
L Inlet protection
m. Construction entrance stabilization
n. Construction road stabilization
o. Outlet protection
p. Inspections o/.construction sites

F,,3. Treatment Controls (as specified in ESC plan based on site-specific analyses)

a. Filter fabric fences and other barriers
b. Sediment basins and traps
c. Pre-installation of permanent treatment control
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Table 2. Relation of the Recommemded Program to Requirements of the Regional Water
Quality Control Board’s (RWQCB) lSe~mit

Note: Tasks are from RWQC?B Order No. 90-079. D signifies documentation tasks, P
signifies planning tasks, and E signifies evidence tasks. BBIV[P means t~lseline best
management practice from the RWQCB second-year review of June 17, 1993.

Task/Baseline Compliance             PROGRAM ELEMENT
BMP Number Deadline

Task 2.1.10 (D) July 1, 91 ~1. G~I Urb~ RunoffOrdi~m~ce
ll~-~_~!~ry ~g~rity for the O~’all

Task 3.1.2 (P), July 1, 92;
BBMP 3 (P) July J, 93
BBMP 4 (P) July 1, 93
Task 2.1.5 (D) July 1, 91 t,2. Section or Ordinance to Enforce Aga~ Illegal

Disposal and Illicit Connections
Task 2.1.10 (P) July 1, 91
Task 3.1.3 (P) July !, 92
Task 3.3 (E) July I, 92
Task 3.1.4 (P), July 1, 92; A3. Section or Ordinance Requiring the Control of
BBMP 3 (P) July 1, 93 Construction Site Runoffwith Er£orcement Provisions
Tasks 3.1.4 (P), July 1, 92,. A4. Section or Ordinance Setting Requirements for
BBMP 3 (P) July 1, 93 Upgrading Stormwater Management at Redeveloping

Sites
B. Water Quality Monitoring
Bi. General Urban Runoff

Tasks 2.1.1, July 1, 91 , a. Regular water quality monitoring of storm drains to
2.1.2 (D) guide the p:ogram and evaluate its results, if financially

feasible
Task 2.1.9 (P) July 1, 91
Task 3.1.1 (P) July I, 92
Task 2.1.3 (E) July 1, 91 b. Identification and mapping of watershed

characteristics to calculate potential runoffvolumes,
pollutant sources, and exacerbatin~ factors

Task 2.1.4 (D) July I, 91
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 c. Extrapolation of water quality and quantity data from

areas with similar watershed characteristics to estimate
runoff-pollutant quantities and to select BIV[Ps
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Task 4.1.2 (E) July I, 93
field or greater cooperation with co-permi~tees on
NPDES prob, ram

Task 2.1.5 I;D) July 1, 9l B:Z. Illegal Discharge and Illicit Connections

Task 3.1.3 (P) July i, <)2
Task 4.1.2 (E) July 1, 93
BBMP 2 (P), July 1, 93 a. Promoting reporting by the public of illegal
Task 4.1.2 (E) dischar~s

Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 b. Surveillance of the storm drain system to detect

Task 3.1.3 (P) July 1, 92

unusmd or ifie~al discharges and to trace their source

Task 4.1.2 (E) July I, 93
Task 3.1.3 (P) July !, 92 c. Use of water quality sampling to detect illegal

disc~es and illicit connections, if financially feasible

Task 4.1.2 (E) July 1, 93
Task 2.1.7 (D) July 1, 91 C. General Urban Runoff Pollutant Controls
Task 2.1.8 (P) July !, 91
Task 3.2 (E) July 1, 92

Tasks 3.1.2, July 1, 92 a. Urban runoffmanagement planning
3.1.4 (P)
Task 2.1.6 (D) July 1, 91 b. Permit application review program

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92
BBMP 13 (P) July 1, 93
Task 4.1.3 (E) July !, 93
Task 2.1.5 (D) July 1, 91 c. Inspection and enforcement program
Task 2.1.6 (D) July 1, 91
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92

Task 3.1.3 (P) July I, 92
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92
BBMP 9 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1 (E)
Task 4.1.2 (E) July 1, 93
Task 4.1.3 (E) July
Task 2.1.7 (D) July l, 91 d. Operation and maintenance program
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92
BBMP 4 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
BBMP 5 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
Task 4.1.1 (E) July I, 93 C7, Source Controls
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~ Task 3.1.2 (P), July l, 92; a. Public education and storm drain stenciling
BBMPs 4, 11, July !, 93
12
Task 3.1.4 (P), July 1, 92;
BBMPs 4, g, 10 July I, 93

(P)
BBMP 1 (P) July
BBMP 1 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
BBMP 2 (P),    July 1, 93
Task 4.1.2 (E)
BBMP 4 (P),    July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
BBMP$ 4, 11, July 1.93
12 (P)~ Talk

Task 3.1.2 (P), July i, 92;
BBMP 4 (P), July 1, 93 collection
Task 4.1.1
BBMPs 11, 12 July 1,93
(P), Task 4.1.1

BBMP 4 (P), July I, 93
- Task 4.1.1 (E) basins, storm drains and treatment facilities

BBMP 5 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1 (E)
Task 2.1.5 (D) July 1, 91 d. Illicit connection control: prevention at building and

removal, including maintenance and reconstruction of
sanitary and combined sewer systems to prevent flows
of untreated sewage to the storm drains

Task 2.1.6 (D) July 1, 91
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92

Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92
Task 3.1.3 (P) July 1, 92
Task 4A.2 (E) July 1, 93
BBMP 13 (P), July 1, 93 e. Water conservation
Task 4.1.1
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 f. Illegal dumping prevention
BBMPs 6, 8, 11 July 1, 93 g. Litter control

Task 4.1.1 (E) July l, 93
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 h. Grounds maintenance control
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 i. Control ofammal wastes, yard wastes, general debris,

and refuse
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BBMP 4, 8 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
BBMP 10 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
Task 3.1.3 (P) July !, 92 j. Inspections ofcocrane~cial facilities

BBMP 9 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1
Task 4.1.2 {E) July !, 93
Task 4.1.1 (E) July !, 93 C3. Treatment Controls
Task 3.1.2 (P) July l, 92 a. Infiltration

Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 b. Media filtration (sand filters and similar devices)
Task 3.1.2 ~P) July l, 92 c. Oil/water separators
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 d. Water quality ial~s
Task 3.1.2 (P) July i, 92 e. Biofiltration (vesetated swales)
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 f. Wet ponds
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 g. Constructed wetlands (hydrology permitting)
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 h. Multiple systems
Task 2.1.7 (D) July i, 91 D. Industrial RmteffControl
Task 2.1.8 (P) July !, 91
Task 3.1.2 (e) July 1, 92
Task 3.2 (E) July 1, 92
Task 4.1.1 (E) July 1, 93
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 DI. Development, Review, and Enforcement of

Stormwatet Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs)
Task 4.1.1 (E)    July 1, 93

D2. Source Controls
Task 3.1.2 (P) July 1, 92 a. Employee education and training (using checklists,

information sheets, and meetings with city stormwater
personnel)

Task 4.1.1
Task 3,1.3 (P) July l, 92 b. Spill containment and clean-up procedures
BBMP 4 (P), July 1, 93
Task 4.1.1 (E)
Task 4.1.1 (E) July !, 93
Task 3.1.2
Task 4.1.1 (E) July !, 93
Task 4.1.1 (E) July I, 93 d. Vehicle fuelin~ control
Task 3.1.2
Task 4.1.1 (E) July 1, 93
Task 3,1.2 (P) July 1, 92 f. Outdoor equipment maintenance
Task 4.1.1 (E) July l, 93
Task 3.1.2
Task 4.1.1 (E) July !, 93
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, ~-~ Task 3.1.3 <P) ~uly i, 92 h. Inspections of industrY| fa~’lities
, BBMP 9 (P), July 1, 93

Tasks 4.1.1,
4.1.2 (E)
Task 3.1.2 (P) July !, 92 D3. Treatment Controls (same as general urban

treatment controls)

Task 4.1.1 {E) July 1, 93
Task 2.1.6 (D) July I, 91 E. Censtruction Site RuaeffControl

Task 2.1.8 (P) July 1, 91
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92

Task 3.2 (E) July l, 92

Task 4.1.3 (E) July !, 93

Task 3.1.4 (P) July !, 92 El. Development, Review, am:l Enforcement of Storm "~

Water Pollution Prevention Ptans for Construction Sites                   ] U
(also termed Erosion ~ Sediment Control Plans-
 SCs)

Task 4.1.3 (E) July 1, 93
Task 2.1.6 (D) July I, 91 E2. Sour~ Controls

~-
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 k
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1.92 a. Employee educalion and training (using checklists, - -~

information sheets, and meetings with city stormwater                   r~

personnel)
¯

~
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 b. Spill containment and dean-up procedures
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 �, Outdoor material handlin~ and storage control

Task 3.1.4 (P) July !, 92 d. Vehicle fuelin~ control /./Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 e. Equipment cleanin~ control

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 f. Outdoor equipment maintenance
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 g. Waste handlin~ and disposal control

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 h. Construction schedulin~
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 i. Preserving natural vegetation/clearing limits

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 j. Runoffcontrols (temporary drains, swales, and dikes
slope terracin~ and subsurface drains)

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 k, Temporary and permanent vegetation establishment
(seeding, mulching, mats and blankets, soddin~ plastic)

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 i. Inlet protection
Task 3.1.4 ~P) July 1, 92 m. Construction entrance stabilization

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92 n. Construction road stabilization
Task 3.1.4 (P) July l, 92 o. Outlet protection
Task 2.1.6 (D) July 1, 91 p. Inspections of construction sites
Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92
Task 4.1.3 (E) July 1, 93

Task 2.1.6 (D) July 1, 91 E3. Treatment Controls

Task 3.1.4 (P) July 1, 92

L
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Task 3.1.4 (P) 1 ~ a. Filter fabric fences and other barriers
Task 4.1.3 {E) Jul~, I, 93
Task 3.1.4 I~P) July I. 92 b. Sediment basins and traps

~ ~ ~ent treatment controls

7O

R0032767



BLANK

R0032768



BLANK’

R0032769



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENTOFPUBLICWORKS
900 SOUTH FREMONT AVEHUE

ALIIAMBRA, CAL;FORNIA 91503-1331

~DRESS ~L CORRE, S~
P OBOX

December 28, 1994 WM-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
California Regional Water Quallt~

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 _ ~,-

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli: °

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL
STORMWATER PERMIT NO. CA0061654 - 2ND QUARTER PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the subject
Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report provides a
summary on the status of specific Permit task/requlrements
performed during the second quarter (October 1 through December 31,
1994) of the fifth year of the Permit, which began on July I, 1994.

Report of Waste Discharge - TASK 5.~

The focus of this quarter’s activities was on the preparation and
completion of the Report of Waste Discharge. The first edition of
the document was distributed on October 17, 1994, to all Co-
Permittees, the California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
and other interested groups/agencies for their review and comments.
~enty-seven Co-Permittees, one environmental group, the
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project, and the Regional Water Board
submitted written comments to this Department regarding the Report
of Waste Discharge. Many of the comments were incorporated into
the final edition of the Report of Waste Discharge. The revised
version was then hand delivered to all Co-Permittees on or prior
tc November 17, 1994, and mailed to other interested environmental
groups and agencies (mailing list was provided by the Regional
Water Board) in early December. The Report of Waste Discharge was
formally submitted to the Regional Water Board on December 21,
1994, to satisfy Task 5.2 of the current Permit.

Water Ouallty Monitoring Program - Task 5.2.]

Deve!opment of the action items as described in our letter dated
September 22, 1994, are progressing according to the agreed
schedule. Within the Phase I area, seven water quality sampling
stations were operational by November 15, 1994. The remaining
two stations will be operational by January i, 1995.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
December 28, 1994
Page 2

An additional 15 stations will be constructed in the Phase II and
Phase III areas once their locations are approved by your staff.

A detailed stormwater quality monitoring work plan for Phases I,
If, III and stormwater quality data are provided within Volu~e 8 of
the Report of Waste Discharge.

Best Management Practices Evaluation -
Tasks 5.2.2. 5.2.3. 5.2.4. and 5.2.5

Under the direction provided by the Regional Water Board, a
stormwater/urban runoff quality management program questionnaire,
prepared by the Los Angeles County 9epartment of Regional Planning
was sent to all Co-Permittees. With the exception of one city, all
cities answered and returned the questionnaire to the Department of
Regional Planning.

The Department of Regional Planning prepared a report, based on the
questionnaires returned, to summarize the status of all BMPs by
jurisdiction as well as to assess the level of implementation for
the 13 baseline BMPs. Based on the findings, the Department of
Regional Planning prepared a report on the overall level of
implementation,    degree    of    effectiveness,    and    suggested
modifications for all BMPs. The report was included as Volume I of
the Report of Waste Discharge.

Basin Wide Watershed Management Plan - Task 5.2,K

This Department, in collaboration with the Department of Regional
Planning and the City of Los Angeles, has prepared a Stormwater
Management Plan for each of the six proposed watersheds.
Stormwater management activities to be undertaken during the next
single, five-year NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit are described
in each Plan. The Plans were included in the Report of Waste
Discharge as Volumes 2 through 7.

Status Summary_

Phase I (Year Five Activities): Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin

The primary tasks for Phase I Co-Permlttees are to continue to
implement Permit compliance actlvlties and to report on their
progress.    This Department continued to organize and chair
the monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit
compliance.    Enclosed is a chart summarizing the attendance
record of the Co-Permlttees (Attachment A).
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli
December 28, 1994
Page 3

Phase II (Year Three Activities): Upper Los Angeles River and
Upper San Gabriel River Drainage Basins

The third-year tasks for Phase II Co-Permittees, as required by
the Permit, have been initiated. The tasks include implementing
Early Action BMPs and Additional BMPs, detecting and ellminating
illegal discharges and illicit disposal practices, and
controlling pollutants in surface runoff from construction
sites.

As of the end of this quarter, all but II Co-Permittees have
completed all first-year Permit activities (see Attachment B).
For the second-year activities, 17 Co-Permittees completed all
their tasks this quarter. Other Co-Permittees have submitted
some of the required submittals.    Enclosed are the status
reports for the first- and second-year activities (Attachment
B). A "Permittee Meeting Attendance" chart is also enclosed for

records (Attachment C).your

Phase III (Year Two Activities): Lower Los Angeles River, Lower
San Gabriel River, and Santa Clara River Drainage Basins

Phase III Co-Permittees are underway with the following second-
year activities: additional storm drain mapping and data
collection, development of additional BMPs, implementation of
Early Action BMPs, and completion of the development of legal
authority.    Five Co-Permlttees have not completed all their
first-year tasks. The status report on first- and second-year
activities is enclosed (Attachment D) and the "Monthly Permittee
Attendance" chart is also enclosed (Attachment E).

Upcoming Activities Under the New permit

Next quarter will begin the transition from the current three-Phase
pregram into the new watershed-based stomewater management program,
as proposed in the Report of Waste Discharge submittal. A majority
of the Co-Permittees has been noted to begin such a transition.
This transition will reorganize the area under the Permit into
six separate watersheds, each developing its own stormwater
management plan.     In order to facilitate such an adjustment
there will be routine meetings for each of the watersheds. Each
meeting will be chaired by Los Angeles County and attended by the
Co-Permittees or each respective watershed. We are anticipating
that your staff will be attending these meetings to provide
direction for the development and implementation of these
stormwater management plans.

"
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If you have any questions regarding this report, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of this office, at (818) 458-5948, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Publlc Works

FK:os
QUARTRPT\2NDQRT94.RPT

Enc.
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COt I T¥ LOS
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 $OU~ FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91503o1351

~Y W. ~ONL Ois~-~r                                                                                      ~DRESS
POBOX 14~

ALHAM~KA, C~OP-,NIA 91~2-I~

Dr. Robert P. ~htreIIt
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region                           --

Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. GhirellI:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA 0061654 - CI6948 ~ ~    --
REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE SUBMITTAL

AS required by Task 5.2 of the current Permit, enclosed is an
orlglnal and one copy of the subject Report.    The Report is
comprised of eight volumes. With submittal of the Report, we have
provided the information requested under Tasks 5.2.1 through 5.2.6
of the current Permit.

We have received your letter dated October 31, 1994, providing
comments on the draft Report provided to you on October 17, 1994.
All comments were considered and, where feasible within the
constraints of finalizing the Report for submittal to you,
appropriate revisions were made.    Comments that could not be
addressed at thJ.s time will be addressed through the Permit renewal
process and the further development of the stormwater management
plans.

Volume 1 consists of a summary of Best Management Practices being
developed and/or implemented by each Permittee, and a summary and
evaluation of the baseline BMPs listed in your letter bf
January Ii, 1993. Volume 1 was prepared to satisfy Task 5.2.2-
5.2.4. It was prepared using information collected from a survey
questionnaire which was sent to all Permittees. The questionnaire
was prepared with the input and cooperation of your staff, and was
designed to collect all information currently available from the
Permittees on their existing stormwater programs.    The data
gathered in these surveys reflects the best information available
to date regarding the required activities under the current Permit.
Some of your comments on Volume i, as stated in your October 31,
1994 letter, could not be fully addressed at this time. Addressing
these comments would require information on the BMPs that has not
been compiled by the Permlttees through their current programs.
With the transition to a watershed-wide approach to stormwater
management under the upcoming Permit, a tracking system to collect
this information will be built into the program.
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Volumes 2 through 7 are Stormwater Management Plans for the six
watersheds proposed for the next Permit. These volumes satisfy
Tasks 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 of the current Permit.    The stormwater
management plans are to serve as an overall framework to allow for
further development of a watershed-wide approach to stormwater
management. This reflects the refocusing of the stormwater program
from an agency-oriented program (each Permlttee developing and
implementing their own program), as provided for under the current
Permit, to a watershed-oriented program (all Permlttees within each
watershed Jointly developing and implementing the same program).
The watershed-oriented program was developed referencing the
guidelines developed by the Regional Board staff. The comments in
your October 31, 1994 letter concerning watershed-wlde issues which
require collective input from all agencies in the watershed will be
addressed as the stormwater management plan for each watershed is
fully developed under the next Permit. It should be noted that the
current Permit separated the Co-Permlttees into three Phases, each
having a three-year program. Phase III, consisting of 30 new Co-
Permittees did not begin their program until July 1993. In order
to reorient the stormwater program into a watershed-oriented focus,
a transitional period is needed. The Report documents the needed
time to develop such a watershed-oriented program.

Volume 8 is an evaluation of the water quality data collected
during the current Permit by the existing monitoring program. It
also includes the work plan for the stormwater/urban runoff
monitoring program being established in Phases I, If, and III.
This volume satisfies Task 5.2.1 of the current Permit. We have
incorporated your comments in this volume where appropriate.

If you have any questions regarding the Report, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of my staff, Monday through Thursday,
7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Publlc Works

Assistant Deputy Director
Waste Management Division

FK:II
LETTERS\ROWD.SUB

Enc.

cc: All Permlttees
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91|03.1331

HARRY W. ~ON~ ~r~cl~r                                T~c!~(mc: ($1|) 4~1~
~DRF~S ~L

P.O BOX 14~
AUtAMBRA. C~O~ 91

December 14, 1994

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
Callfornla Reglonal Water Quallty

Control Board, Los Angeles Region " _
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT

¯ In accordance with our agreement with you, as specified in our
~ September 22, 1994 letter, we are reporting our progress in

completing the monitoring program action items. This letter also
confirms a verbal discussion on the status of these items in a
meeting on December 13 between Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of my staff,
and Mr. Mark Pumford, of your staff.

Render operational an initial monitoring network of
nine stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater
quality in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.    Seven
stations are to be made operational by November 15, 1994, and
two by January I, 1995.

Status: The following seven monitoring stations have been
completed and are operational: Ballona Creek, Mallbu Creek,
Kenter Canyon, Trancas Canyon, Project 558 - Palos Verdes
Estates, Project 5401 - Manhattan Beach, and City of
Los Angeles Drain No. D-2361. The remaining two stations,
City of Santa Monica storm drain and Project    1105 -
Redondo Beach, will be completed and operational prior to
January I, 1995.

The following action items are to be completed by January 15, 1995.

b. Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates or pollutant
loads to Santa Monica Bay.
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Status: Computer hardware and software necessary to run the
basin-wlde pollutant load model has been delivered and
installed.     Loading and developing of data and model
programming has begun. Model to be operational by January 15,
1995.

c.    Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basln. The inltial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

Status: The County Road Maintenance District No. 3 Yard has
been selected for monitoring. This is a major County Yard
performing vehicle maintenance and repair; equipment, vehicle,
and materials storage, etc. We have selected sampling sites
at the facility and have prepared the field sampling program,
including constituents to be tested and sample collection
procedures. Training of staff selected to perform sampling is
underway.

d.    Develop and begin implementation of a monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monlca
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: A uniform data collection format has been drafted for
the 13 baseline BMPs to collect information on BMP
implementation for use in assessing BMP effectiveness. This
format was discussed with the Phase I Co-Permittees at the
November 15, 1994 meeting and they were requested to submit
comments by December 8. To date, comments have been received
from only one Co-Permlttee. we are revising the format based
on the Co-Permittee’s comments and other Department staff
comments. Upon revision, the County will begin implementing
the format by January 15, 1995. We will continue working with
the Phase I Co-Permittees to establish a data collection
format that would be implemtned by all agencies.

e.    Implement a monitoring program to identify locations of
illegal practices, and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: Procedures for conducting storm drain inspections to
identify illegal discharges/dlsposal practices have been
developed. Inspections of Ballona Creek in the Santa Monlca
Bay Drainage Basin began December 5, and inspections of
Pacoima Wash in the Upper Los Angeles River Drainage Basin
began December 1 ¯

R0032798



Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli
December 14, 1994
Page 3

f.    Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters
including conducting toxicity studies in the Santa Monlca Bay
Drainage Basin.

Status: A Request for Proposal has been prepared for hiring
a consultant to develop a program. Notices advertising the
Request for Proposal will be mailed to prospective consultants
on December 22 and proposal packages will be ready
December 27.

g.    Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and III that
includes all program elements with timellnes for development
and implementation.

Status: The consultant reviewing our proposed monitoring
program will complete his report by next week.    We will
subsequently be revising the monitoring program for Phases II
and III, addressing our consultant’s recommendations plus
providing tlmellnes for development and implementation of
Action Items "a-f" above. The revised plan is targeted for
submittal by the beginning of January 1995.

part of the Phase II and III monitoring program work planAs
originally submitted to your office on July i, 1994, five mass
emissions monitoring sites were proposed.      An additional
ten proposed monitoring sites will be included as part of the
revised monitoring program work plan to be submitted in
January 1995. Installation of these 15 stations for operation by
October 1995, the start of the next rainy season, will necessitate
that we begin detailed design and installation of these sites in
Janua~y 1995. Therefore, we are requesting your approval of the
five mass emission sites by December 31, 1994, and the additional
ten sites by February 26, 1995.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the
undersigned at (818) 458-3500, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Ass.bs.~a~t Deputy Director
Was te~anage~en~ ~i-~ sion

GH:II
LETTERS\PROGRESS.RPT
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Waste Management Division, Water Quality Section
Los Angeles County Department of Public VVo~s
PO Box 1460
Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Mr. Hi’~nd: ~’~

It has come to my attent~ that the watershed map that is parl of your draft Storm Water Management Plan is
inconsistent with our regional and watershed boundaries. The area of concern surrounds Lake Hughes,
Ehzat~e~h Lake and Munz Lake (Del Sur, Lake Hughes, Burnt Peak United States Geological Survey 7 1/2 minute               t~m~
Quadrang!e maps) These lakes are included in our region and should be included in your storm water
management area The watershed boundary lines that we use have been provided to Jim Woods of your staff.

If you have any questions, please call me at (213) 266-1715 or Heather Trim of my staff at (213) 266-7553.

Catherine Tyrrell
Assistant Executive Officer

\j

R0032800



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC.WORKS

~oo soulff FR£MONT A~’ENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91|03-1331

P.O BOX
~C~O~91~-I~                 --

L
Nove~er 15, 1994 ~F~

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
California Reglonal Water Quallty

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT

In accordance with our agreement with you, as specified in our
1994 letter, we are reporting our progress inSeptember 22,

completing the monitoring program action items. This letter also
confirms a verbal discussion on the status of these items in a
meeting on November 9 between Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of my staff, and
Mr. Mark Pumford, of your staff.

a.    Render operational an initial monitoring network of nine
stations to establish long-term trends in stormwater quality
in the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin. Seven stations are to
be made operational by November 15, 1994, and two by
January I, 1995.

Status: The following seven monitoring stations have been
completed and are operational: Ballona Creek, Malibu Creek,
Kenter Canyon, Trancas Canyen, Project 558 - Palos Verdes
Estates, Project 5401 - Manhattan Beach, and City of Los
Angeles Drain No. D-2361. The remaining two stations, City of
Santa Monica storm drain and Pro~ect 1105 - Redondo Beach,
will be completed prior to January I, 1995.

The following action items are to be completed by January 15, 1995.

b.    Test and integrate a selected stormwater model into the
monitoring program to refine annual estimates or pollutant
loads to Santa Monlca Bay.
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Status: Computer hardware and software necessary to run the
basin-wlde pollutant load model was originally scheduled for
delivery on November i0, but is now expected for the week of
November 14. Loading of data and model programming will begin
after delivery.

c.    Implement targeted monitoring to identify sources of specific
toxic pollutants in stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin. The initial source targeted
may include municipal corporation facilities.

Status: The County Road Maintenance District No. 3 Yard has
been selected for monitoring. This is a major County Yard
performing vehicle maintenance and repair; equipment, vehicle,
and materials storage, etc. We have selected sampling sites
at the facility and are currently preparing the field sampling
program, including constituents to be tested and sample
collection procedures.

d.    Develop and begin implementation of a monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of specific BMPs in the Santa Monlca
Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: A uniform data collection format has been drafted for
the 13 baseline BMPs to collect information on BMP
implementation for use in assessing BMP effectiveness. This
format will be discussed with the Phase I Co-Permlttees at the
November 15, 1994 meeting. After receiving input from the Co-
Permittees, the format will be finalized.

e.    Implement a monitoring program to identify locations of
illegal practices, and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.

Status: Procedures for conducting storm drain inspections to
identify illegal discharges/disposal practices have been
developed. Inspections are targeted to begin the week of
November 21.

f.    Advertise a Request for Proposal to develop a program to
evaluate stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters
including conducting toxicity studies in the Santa Monica Bay
Drainage Basin.

Status: A Scope of Work has been prepared for the hiring of
a consultant to develop a program.     Advertisement is
anticipated for early December.
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g. Submit a revised monitoring program for Phases II and Ill that
includes all program elements with tlmelines for development
and implementation.

Status: The consultant reviewing our proposed monitoring
program will be completing their report by next week. We will
subsequently be revising the monitoring program for Phases II
and III, addressing our consultant’s recommendations plus
providing timelines for development and implementation of
Action Items "a-f" above. The revised plan is targeted for
submittal by the end of December.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. James A. Noyes at (818) 458-4002.

Very truly yours,

W. STONE
Director of Public Works

GH:Ii
LETTERS\PROGRESS.RPT
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needed changes in the waste disposal behavior of County residents. A comprehensive
ordinance is how the region will ensure the implementation of both strucRu-al and non-
structural BMPs today and in the future. The ordinance is the tool to change the way the
region develops and redevelops the area in order to maximize green space and on-site
stormwater management and minimize pollutant loads to the storm drain sys’mm.

Monitoring - One cannot tell how effective a stormwater management program is at
reducing pollutant loads to receiving waters and reducing the impacts to beneficial nscs

Healwithout a comprehensive monitoring program, the Volume 8 of the ROW’D includes the

County’s monitoring program and, for the first time, a summary of tlmir historic urban
runoff monitoring program.

Bay’s comments on Volume 8 of the ROWD are essentially limited to Section A
and B. Our comments on Section C have been addressed based on the County’s response
to our prior comments on their proposed monitoring program and the County’s
September commitment to the Regional Water Board to improve (receiving water and
beneficial use impacts) and implement their monitoring program by January, 1994. For
years, Heal the Bay has pushed for implementation of a comprehensive monitoring
program that will provide information on the pollutant loads to receiving waters f~um
individual watershexis, subdrainages, and land-uses. An effective monitoring program
also should provide information on the effectiveness of BMP implementation for a given
land-use or within a sub-drainage. Without a useful database, determination of the
effectiveness of municipal stormwater management programs is very di~¢ult and
discussions on the 1995 municipal stormwater permit will revolve around policy more
than science. Unforcunately, based on our preliminary assessment of Section A and B,
the County’s database is insu~cient for use in permit renewal discussions.

Sections A and B still have not been adequately proofread. They contain many spoiling
and graramatical errors. Far more importantly, the monitoring data was not adequately
characterized or quantified in the document. Among the problems in the document were
the following:

1 ) As pointed out in the text, the Method Detection Limits for many toxicants were often
above Basin Plan and/or Ocean Plan objectives. With such high MDLs, the data for these
constituents do not provide information on the potenual m~pacts of the presen~ of these
constituents in stormwater on beneficial uses.

2) The report should have included the mean yearly concentrations of the constituents to
provide information on the concentrations of heavy me~s, pesticides, and petroleum
hydrocarbons (base-neutrals) in dry weather and wet weather flows.
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3) The County and Regional trends analysis graphs were not adequately labeled. Were
they based on yearly mean concentrations of all sites or some sites? Also, the choice of
units on the axes limited the amount of information conveyed by many of the graphs.

4) Status and ~xends analysis never occurred in the document. The trends were examined
subjectively but not statistically. Was there a reason for this? Also, the document only
contained status and ~’ends discussions of the 10 "worst" constituents as defined by a
comparison to numeric objectives. Analyses of other, more toxic constituents would
have been useful.

5) The document included the beneficial uses present near the sampling sites. Perhaps a
list of the impaired beneficial uses at the sampling sites in conjunction with the runoff
data would have provided clues on the possible causes of impairment in the watez~hed.

threshold of "90% of collected samples exceeded water quality objectives" to complete
long term trends analysis was arbitrary. Any sampling site that exceeds objectives 90%
of the time is chronically polluted. For the Oceen Plan, if one sample exceeds a water
quality objective for a priority pollutmt, then that can be a violation. For bacterial
indicators, if 20% of the samples exceed an objective, then that is also a violation.

7) The section on urbanization h’npacts did not substantiate the conclusion that increased
nmoff contaminant concenwations were due to increased urbanization. Far more
extensive land-use analysis and pollutant source analysis would need to be undertaken to
make such conclusions.

8) The BMP evaluation should not have been included in the report. The data was hazdly
adequate for gross status and trends analyses let alone an assessment of the e~cacy of
BMP implementation. The monitoring program was not designed for such purposes and
shouldn’t be misused in this manner.

9) The authors of the report pointed out that occasional high densities of indicator
bacteria were found in nmoff. They attributed these occurrences to faulty sampling,
analysis or an outlier effect. Considering the number of sewage spills to the storm drains
that occur in the L.A. area and the other warm blooded animai sources of bacterial
indicators, it is hardly surprising that very high densities were found. In fact, they are
found fi-equently by the City of L.A. in Ballona Creek and the Las Virgenes Municipal
Water District in Malibu Creek.

l 0) The document did not contain reference~.

Heal the Bay offers to work w~th the County on modifications to their monitoring
program. The County’s proposed program should be adequate for watershed and [and-
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use pollutant load monitoring. However, monitoring components for receiving waters,
impacts to beneficial uses, and BMP effectiveness have to be developed and implemented                   "]’~"
in the near future. These components should be reviewed by Heal the Bay, the Regional v
Water Board, and the monitoring subcommittee of the SMBRP TAC.

Municipal Permit Compliance Assessment - Heal the Bay was disappointed in the
overall performance of L.A. County and the cities within the Santa Monica Bay
watershed on complying with the municipal stormwater permit and the 13 Baseline
BMPs. In the last year of the permit, there was not a single city withJa the watershed that
was in full compliance with the permit requirements and has implemented the 13
Baseline BMPs. Many cities, including Los Angeles and Manhattan Beach, that have Igenerally good programs have failed to pass comprehensive stormwater pollution
reduction ordinances. Santa Monica arguably has the best Stormwater Management                       ,.~
Program in the watershed yet, they still do not have an inspection program for illicit                     .,...,.
connections, illegal discharges, and industrial sit.-’s. Heal the Bay has provided the
County and every city within the watershed with a thorough critique of their stormwater
management programs based on their submissions to the Regional Water Board. The
critique includes the su’engths and weaknesses of the program and recommendations to
improve their programs.

In order for the County. to respond more easily to our comments, we also included an - )’
assessment of how the municipalities within the Santa Monica Bay watershed complied
g4th the requirement to implement each of the 13 Baseline BMPs (Volume 1). In our
assessment, we compared the County’s evaluation of the cities’ questionnaires with the
cities’ submittals to the Regional Water Board. In addition, Heal the Bay developed
recommendations on how to implement the Baseline BMPs more effectively and how to
demonstrate proof of implementation with specific examples.

Urdike previous years, we are not publicizing our critiques because we want to work with
the County and local cities to improve their programs. We are sending copies of our
cerements to Public Work~ directors, City Managers and one Councilperson per City.
Our hope is that the cities will read our comments, call us for clarification, and follow
through by implementing our recommendations in 1995. At the very least, all cities will
be informed of our priorities for permit renewal in 1995 and how Heal the Bay views the
effectiveness of the region’s stormwater management program.

Watershed Management - The County has proposed watershed management plans for
six watersheds within the Region. Heal the Bay views these dr~ proposals as the initial
frameworks to build true watershed management plans. Watershed management plans
must include all permitted dischargers (’NPDES and WDR.s), all dredging projects,
unpermit~ed non-stormwater discharges, and even aerial fallout. The plans must be
developed for the expressed purpose of enhancing and/or preserving the existing
beneficial uses within the watershed. Watershed specific plans should include the
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recommendations of the Malibu Creek Watershed Plan working group and the Santa
Monica Bay Restoration Project. And finally, the plan should include implementation
mechanisms (especially funding) and enforcement provisions to ensure that thes~ large-
scale efforts result in enhanced and/or preserved beneficial uses. These more detailed
discussions will occur at the Regional Water Board, s~ormwater permit negotiations, and
at the watershed planing groups. In light of all of the future opportunities for discussion,
our comments on the proposed site-specific watershed plans were brief.

Since~ly,

Rog~ Ootke "--’-
Science and Policy Analyst ~-

Mark Abramson                                                                     8
Storm Water Analyst
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¯ STATE ~: CALIF(~NIA~NVIRONMENTAL F’ROTECT1C)N A~N~                                                    ~ ~, C4~.~

M~TER~ PARK, ~ 917~2t~

FAX~ (213) 2~7~                                                                                                        ~

Octo~ 31, 1~

Mr. Jim Noyes, C~efDepuU D~r
Co~ of Los ~gei~
Dep~ent of~blic Wo~

~b~ CA 91~03-1331

D~ ~PORT OF WAS~ DISC~RG~STO~ WA~R ~AGE~                       ~
PROG~ P~S ~DES No. CA0061654, CI 6948)

~ you for ~e op~ to ~ew ~e ~ d~ent NPD~ PE~NO. U~ 90616~4, T~K ~

~, ~PORTOF WASTEDISU~RGE (ROWD), ~eived on Octo~r 18, 1994, ~ sub~ of a
~

revised Vol~e 8 on Octo~r 25, 1994. S~have reviewed ~e ei~t-vol~es of~s d~ent ~ ~
~ ~mi~ing gene~ co~ on yo~ appm~h to ~e ~t renewal, ~ s~cific ~~ ~
A~c~ents 1-8. ~ese co~en~ should ~ ~s~d in ~e submi~ of ~e fi~ Sto~ Wa~
M~agement Pl~ (RO~), due to ~s Bo~d by ~r 21, l~.

~is d~ent ~ll ~ ~ub~ed m ~fi~ ~e ~q~men~ of T~k 5.2 ~fB~ ~er No. ~79;           ~
however, it does n~t ~em ~ ~fis~ ~e~ ~ ~d~ 5.2:

5.2.3 - S~ ~f pr~ed~s implemented ~ detect illegN di~es ~d illicit                ~ ~

dis~s~ p~dces ~d ~ ev~don of~e~ eff~fiv~;                               j

5.2.4 - S~ ofm~s ~plemen~ to con~l ~llu~ ~ s~ ~off ~m~                 ~
co~ction sites ~d ~ eye,don of~e~ eff~vene~; ~                            ~

5.2.5 - Eviction of ~e n~d for ~dition~ B~s, so~e conuol, ~or ~c~
con~ol me~s.

Region~ Bo~d S~have fr~uently s~essed ~e im~ce of p~viding ~ much de~l ~ ~ible
on how ~e Co~ p~s to o~te ~e m~cip~ sto~water pe~it for ~e ne~ five-ye~ te~ of          ~ ~
¯ e ~it. ~is involves providing de~ls on what is c~ntly ~mg accomplished ~ ~ch of~e ~
of ~e Sto~ Water M~agement Pl~ Com~nen~, what is ~ing pro~d for ~e ~e, ~d ~e ~
that the full progr~ ~II be implemented. The Co~ty h~ followed ~e outline of ~e Sto~ Wa~r
M~agement Plm Com~nen~: however, ~e doc~en~ lack ~e de~l on what is c~ntly ~der ~y
~d does not provide implemen~tion ~tes. It p~ses pl~ for developing fu~ plus for pmg~
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Mr. Jim Noyes
Page 2

element development.

A key element missing from these documents is a clear method for program management. Without a
formalized decision-making process in the Program Management section of the documents (which was
missing from m’o of the volumes received by this Board), the program cannot hope to go forward. This
decision-making process must be included in the final Storm Water Management Plan that acts as the
Report of Waste Discharge.

We would also encourage the Permittees to add a section to the document to describe how information
and problems encountered in the program will be shared with other programs throughout the State.
Much of the program components might be discussed in a forum such as the Storm Water Quality Task
Force. In this way, programs can avoid duplication of effort while deriving a cost saving or sharing
benefit.

Summary of S_~ecific Comments

Los Angeles County and the Co-permittees have been under the existing municipal storm water l:~’mit
for a little over four years. The accomplishments of the program to date have not be~n fully
incorporated into the draft dgcuments. Additionally, the draft documents do not provide a cleat
direction for the future implementation of the program. Much of the direction can be taken from the
Comprehensive Management Plan developed for the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project.

The Regional Board has adopted a watershed management approach to NPDES permitting. The County
was provided a copy of our proposed schedule for implementation. Many of the task completion dates
contained in Volumes 2-7 should more closely reflect the dates for the implementation of program~
within a specific watershed.

We look forward to reviewing the final Storm Water Management Plans with the enclosed comments
incorporated. As a reminder, this document is due, in its final form, no later than December 21, 1994.
If you should have any questions in regards to the comments transmitted by this letter or provided at
any of the meetings attended by Regional Board staff, please call me at or have your staff’contact Mark
Pumford at (213) 266-7596.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer

cc: Jorge Le6n. Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Executive Advisory Committee Members
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ATTACHMENT 1
VCOMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME 1 ,~

I. The existing permit is CA0061654. Please change the document cover ’" O
sheets to reflect the correct NPDES permit number.

2. Table A lists the proposed watersheds and which cities belong within a
twatershed. Some separations do not make sense on cursory review (e.g., _

El Monte and South El Monte in the Los Angeles River Watershed), and
the rationale for their placement should be provided.

3. SectionB’l,BMPl.’StencilCatchBasins, statesthatthereisnomeasure
11of program effectiveness for this management practice. Has an effort been

made to compare pre-implementation catch basin trash amounts with those
amounts found after the practice has been in place? If so, please include                       ~
this information in the final report.

4. This Section also states that this type of program does not have directly ~
measurable results. Los Angeles County Department of Public Works has
a 319(h) grant for studying the effectiveness of this type of management
practice, providing an indirect measurement of this management practice r~effectiveness. That should be stated, with an estimated completion date

Ufor this grant and submittal of the final report,    "

5. Section B-2, BMP 2." Public Reporting Programs, states that there are
~Jrelatively few reportings, in part due to the lack of a tracking system. The

final document should provide a schedule for implementation of a tracking                    B’m~
system.

6. This Section also states that, based on the few reportings so far, this BMP
is not very useful. The final document should summarize the number and r~
types ofreportings and the types of responses made. Hard data are Unecessary to evaluate this conclusion.

7. Section B-3, BMP 3." Adopt Runoff Control Ordinance, does not provide
~an analysis of the legal authority of the Principal- or Co-Permittees. This

information should be provided in the final document. Additionally, there

3
is no real evaluation of the effectiveness of this management practice. The
linal document should summarize where legal authority has been tested
and whether it was found to be adequate.                                                   .

8. Section B-4. BMP 4: Develop Public Education and Outreach Programs,
does not provide an adequate evaluation of the management practice or its
effectiveness. See comment #3 and #4.

R0032811

I



9. SectionB-5, BMP 5." Clean Catch Basins Regularly, does not adequately
Vevaluate the use of this management practice. The final document should

provide an analysis of which cities are measuring effectiveness and how,
how much material was removed before program implementation, how
much is being removed in the most recent measurements, and an
evaluation of which management practices are effecting the improvement.

I 0. Section B-6. BMP 6: Increase Roadside Trash Receptacle Usage, states
that some cities do not have public trash receptacles (NA in the BMP
matrix). Since this is one of the thirteen mandatory BMPs and the cities
have bus stops and businesses, this does not satisfy our requir~nents for
this management practice.

11
I I. The evaluation of effectiveness for this BMP should include a discussion

of any measurable decrease in the amount of trash collected under BMP 5.
Please include this in the final document.

12. Under evaluation for this BMP, the document states that the collected ""-’
materials are not necessarily toxic or hazardous, which downgrades it~
rating slightly. Please clarify the referenced rating system.

13. Section B-7, BMP 7." Increase Street Sweeping, states that this is a highly
effective program; however, the evaluation of effectiveness for this BMP
should include a discussion of any measurable decrease in the amount of
material collected under BMP 5. Please include this in the final document.

14. Section B-8, BMP 8." Discourage Improper Disposal of Litter, Lawn
Clippings and Pet Feces, states that this is a highly effective program;
however, the evaluation of effectiveness for this BMP should include a
discussion of any measurable decrease in the amount of material collected
under BMP 5. Additionally, a discussion of the number and types of
actual implementations of the ordinances is necessary. Please include
these in the final document.

15. Section B-9, BMP 9: Inspect Automobde Uses and Restaurants should
contain a discussion of the evaluauo~ of BMP effectiveness as measured
by reductions in associated pollutant.~ m th~ monitoring program. This
information should be correlated agmnsl the cities that are and ar~ not :
implementing this BMP.

16. Section B- I I. BMP 11." Recycling Program, does not adequately evaluate                   [:’-- --
the effectiveness of this management practice. The final document should
provide an analysis of which cities are measuring effectiveness and how,
and an estimate of the quantity of material recycled before vs. after
program implementation.
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17. Section B- 12. BMP 12: Motivate Residents to Properly Dispose of
Household Ha’-ardous Waste. does not adequately evaluate the
effectiveness of this management practice. The final document should
provide an analysis of which cities are measuring effectiveness and how,
and an estimate of the type and quantity of material collected before vs.
after program implementation.

18. In the final document, please provide a breakdown of which cities
participate under area-wide collection of waste and which perform their
own roundups. An estimate of program costs for this management
practice should be included.

"1119. Section B- 13, BMP 13." Encourage Water Conservation, does not
adequately evaluate the effectiveness of this management practice. The
final document should provide an analysis of the reduction in flow
throughout the storm drain collection system, and an estimate of the
impact of this management practice on the reduction.

20. This volume of the Report of Waste discharge should include a matrix of
BMP implementation, by city, for those management practices other than
the thirteen mandatory BMPs.
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ATTACHMENT 2
COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME

I. Section I. of the Santa Monica Bay (Malibu Creek portion) Watershed
Management Plan, Program Management, describes the responsibilities of
the Principal Permittee and the Co-permittees. The Principal Permitte¢ is
responsible for implementation of the monitoring program; however,
responsibility for the evaluation of the monitoring data, especially fo~
management practice effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is
no mechanisms to determine adequacy of the submittals from each
Permittee. Please provide aa auditing mechanism for program elements ia
the final document.

2. This Section also describes the responsibilities of the various committees.
It does not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and
how the products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs
of all the Co-permittees (i.e., point number l.a.(l) of our Storm Water
Management Plan Components: Descn~
be and how it will perform the taslo req~ared of the responsible agency).

3. Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monehary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permittees fund theirs.’? Who will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(1 )(vi) states that the permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
part 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(vi), there are additional requirements for tbe
permittee to provide fiscal analysis. "For each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the necessary capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to accomplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the source of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permittee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
established by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which authorizes or
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enables the applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar means,
thecontributionofpollutantstothemunicipal storm sewer by storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges to
the municipal separate storm sewer,

(C) Control through ordinance, order or similar means the discharge to a
municipal separate storm sewer of spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water,

(D) Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, contracts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring procedures
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i)(D) requires the Permitte,,’s to "
Control through intemgency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal systmn to
another portion of the municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final document.
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of
the agreement by all Permit’tees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements must be in place before the permit renewal date.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permit~ee provide a "description Of
existing program to identify illicit connections to the municipal storm
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedures and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
where this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
information is proposed for development by December 1995. A formal
program to accomplish this task must be included in the final document,
due to this Regional Board by December 21, 1994.

~o
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6. ,10 CFR 122.26(d)(1 )(’iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening: V"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls ~’~
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening analysis
shall include a narrative description, for either each field screening point
or major outfall, of visual observations made during dry weather periods. LIf any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hot,r period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands the complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However, the document does not provide details on what kind of a
program the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegal                  "/"~
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other parties. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedures the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the source(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal ~-"--’-
dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that ar~ not covered under
the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (se~ comment,

l, 20). /’I
8. Section II.2.B, calls for the development of an education and reporting

system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
8oard will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an updated
list on disk, and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic updates.

10. Section II.2.D.I states that "a list ofnon-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters of the State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges that are deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These may differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem as insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system; however, this list will n~ed to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list --
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.

1 I. Paragraph three of III.A., Identification of Sources, states that
identification of pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods.
Please provide details of the current methods and the proposed methods

~o
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for identification of pollutant sources for this watershed in the final
report. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires "Source identification.
The location of any major outfall that discharges to waters of the
United States that was not reported under paragraph
(d)(l)(iii)(B)(1) of this section. Provide an inventory, organized by
watershed of the name and address, and a description (such as SIC
codes) which best reflects the principal products or services
provided by each facility which may discharge, to the municipal
separate storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial
activity." This was also a requirement of NPDES Permit No.
CA0061654 (2.1.3), issued June 18, 1990, and should not be
delayed to the end of 1996. This program should be part of this
document, with results of the program to be submitted at a futur~
date (date to be included in this document), if necessary.

12. The first paragraph of Ill.B, Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1996.
Existing control measures can be put in left in place at the start of the
Permit, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

,~ 13. The first paragraph of III.C., Outreach, states that general outreach for all
’~. ,’ facilities will commence by March of 1996. 40 CFR 122.26(dX2X6)

requires the submittal of"A description of educational activities, public
information activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate the
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should be
listed as pan of this Plan and be continued throughout the County. Specific
outreach may be "fine-tuned" for this watershed at a later date.

14. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. This seems to have been started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume 8 of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Section of the document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1994-1995 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle fo¢ this watershed.

15. There is no Page Vlll-3 in the docmncm submitted to this Regional Board.
Also, there is no Section VIII.C_

16. Section VIII.B. apparently states that semi-annual report procedures will

be developed in 1996 for this watershed. Semi-annual progress reports
will start six months after the date of permit issuance.

17. Section VIII.D.3., Record Keeping, states that "records will. be retained by
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the Principal Permittee for 2 years". The Porter-Cologne Water
VOua]ity Control Act requires that NPDES related records be kept

by the discharger a minimum of three years. The Regional Board
may require that certain types of information be retained for a
longer period of time. _
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ATTACHMENT 3 VCOMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME 3

0
1. Section I. of the Santa Monica Bay (Ballona Creek portion) Watershed --

Management Plan, Program Management, describes the responsibilities of Lthe Principal Permittee and the Co-permittees. The Principal Permittee is
responsible for implementation of the monitoring program; however,
responsibility for the evaluation of the monitoring data, especially for
management practice effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is
no mechanisms to determine adequacy of the Permittee submittal. Please
provide an auditing mechanism for program elements in the final                         "~ "~
document.

2l Section I. describes the responsibilities of the various committees. It does
not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and how the
products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs of all the
co-permittees (i.e., point number l.a.(l) of our Storm Water Management
Plan Components: Describe w~u the masonry of the committee will be and &~w it
wffl perform the task~ required of tlw rtsponsibl~ agency is not addressed).

- 3. Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monetary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permittees fund theirs? Who will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(l)(vi) states that the permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
pan 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In 40 CFR ~122.26(d)(2)(vi), there are additional requirements for the
Permittee to provide fiscal analysis. "For each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the necessary capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to accomplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the souse of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

._~ 4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permittee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
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established by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which
authorizes or enables the applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar
means, the contribution of pollutants to the municipal storm sewer
by storm water discharses associated with industrial ~¢tivity and
the quality of storm water discharged from sites of industrial
activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges to
the municipal separate storm sewer;

(C) Control through ordinance, order or similar means the discharge to a 11municipal separate storm sewer of spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water,

(D) Control through interagency agreements among �oapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to                     .:----
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, contracts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring procedures
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i)(D) requires the Permittees to"
Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final document.
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of bthe agreement by all Permittees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements should be in place before the permit renewal date.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
t22.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permittee provide a "description of the
existing program to identify illicit connections to the municipal storm ’~’~-
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedures and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
where this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
information is proposed for development by December 1995. A formal
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program to accomplish this task must be included in the final
document, due to this Regional Board by December 21~ 1994.

6. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(l)(iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening:
"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening analysis
shall include a narrative description, for either each field screening point
or major ouffall, of visual observations made during dry weather periods.
If any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hour period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands the complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However, the document does not provide details on what kind of a
program the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegal
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other parties. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedures the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the source(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal
dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that are not covered under
the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (see comment,
Volume l, No. 20).

8. Section II.2.B. calls for the development of an education and reporting
system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
Board will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an updated
list on disk, and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic updates.

10. Section II.2.D. I states that "a list ofnon-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters oftbe State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges that are deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These may differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem as insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system; however, this list will need to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.
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11. Paragraph three of III.A.. Identification of Sources, states that V
identification of pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods.
Please provide details of the current methods and the proposed methods
for identification of pollutant sources for this watershed in the final report.
40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires "Source identification. The location of
any major outfall that discharges to waters of the United States that was i
not reported under paragraph (d)(1)(iii)(B)(l) of this section. Provide an
inventor,, organized by watershed of the name and address, and a
description (such as SIC codes) which best reflects the principal products
or services provided by each facility which may discharge, to the
municipal separate storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial
activity." This was also a requirement of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654
(2.1.3), issued June 18, 1990, and should not be delayed to the end of "~ ""
1996. This program should be part of this document, with results ofth~
program to be submitted at a future date (date to be included in this
document), if necessary.

12. The first paragraph of III.B., Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1996. -~
Existing control measures can be put in left in place at the start of the

; r~Permit, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

13. The first paragraph of III.C, Outreach, states that general outreach for all
facilities will commence by March of 1996. 40 CFR 122.26(dX2X6) ~’~
requires the submittal of "A description of educational activities, public
information activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate the
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should be
listed as part of this Plan and be continued throughout the County. Specific
outreach may be "fine-tuned" for this watershed at a later date.

14. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. "l’his seems to have been started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume 8 of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Secuon of the document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1994-1995 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle for this watershed.

15. Section VIII.B. apparently states that semi-annual report procedures will
be developed in 1996 for this watershed. Semi-annual progress reports [’"- -
will start six months after the date of permit issuance.
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ATFACHMENT 4
COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME

Section I. of the Dominguez Channel/Los Angeles Harbor Watershed
Management Plan, Program Management, describes the responsibilities of
the Principal Permit’tee and the Co-permittees. The Principal Permittee is
responsible for implementation of the monitoring program; however,
responsibility for the evaluation of the monitoring data, especially for
management practice effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is
no mechanisms to determine adequacy of the Permittee submittal. Please
provide an auditing mechanism for program elements in the final
document.

2. Section I. describes the responsibilities of the various committees. It does
not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and how the
products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs of all the
Co-permittees (i.e., point number I.a.(l) of our Storm Water Management
Plan Components: Describe who~ the authority of the committee will be and how it
will perform the tgtks required of the responsible

3.    Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monetary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permittees fund theirs? Who will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(l)(vi) states that the Permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
part 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In ~,0 CFR’122.26(d)(2)(vi), there are additional requirements for the
Permittee to provide fiscal analysis. "For each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the necessary capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to accomplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the source of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

~ 4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permittee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
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established by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which
authorizes or enables the applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar means,
the contribution of pellutants to the municipal storm sewer by storm wat~
discharges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges
the municipal separate storm sewer;

(C) Control through ordinance, order or similar means the discharge to a
municipal separate storm sewer of spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water;,

(D) Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, contracts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring procedures
necessary, to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i)(D) requires the Permittees to
Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion oftbe municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final document.
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of
the agreement by all Permittees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements should be in place before, the permit renewal date.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permittee provide a "description of the
existing program to identify illicit connections to the municipal storm
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedures and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
\~here this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
information is proposed for development by December 1995.. A formal
program to accomplish this task must be included in the final document,
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due to this Regional Board by December 21, 1994.

6. 40 CFR 122.26(d)( 1 )(iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening:
"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening analysis
shall include a nan’ative description, for either each fceld screening point
or major outfall, of visual observations made during dry weather periods.
If any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hour period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands the complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However, the document does not provide details on what kind of a
program the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegal
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other parties. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedures the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the source(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal
~ dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that are not covered under

the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (see comment,
Volume 1, No. 20).

8. Section II.2.B. calls for the development of an education and reporting
system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
Board will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an updated
list on disk, and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic updates.

I 0. Section II.2.D. 1 states that "a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters of the State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges that are deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These may differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem as insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system; however, this list will need to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.
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! 1. Paragraph three of lll.A, Identification of Sources, states that
identification of pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods.
Please provide details of the current methods and the proposed methods
for identification of pollutant sources for this watershed in the final report.
40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires "Source identification. The location of
any major outfall that discharges to waters of the United States that was
not reported under paragraph (d)(l)(iii)(B)(l ) of this section. Provide an
inventory, organized by watershed of the name and address, and a
description (such as SIC codes) which best reflects the principal products
or services provided by each facility which may discharge, to the
municipal separate storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial
activity." This was also a requirement of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654
(2.1.3). issued June 18, 1990, and should not be delayed to the end of
1996. This program should be part of this document, with results of the
program to be submitted at a future date (date to be included in this
document), if necessary.

12. The first paragraph of Ili.B, Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1996.
Existing control measures can be put in left in place at the start of the
Permit, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

13. The first paragraph of III.C., Outreach, states that general outreach for all
facilities will commence by March of 1996. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(6)
requires the submittal of"A description of educational activities, public
information activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate the
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should be
listed as part of this Plan and be continued throughout the Cotmty. Specific
outreach may be "fine-tuned" for this watershed at a later date.

! 4. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. This seems to have been started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume 8 of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Section of the document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1994-1995 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle for this watershed.

15. Section VIII.B. apparently states that semi-annual report procedures will
be developed in i 996 for this watershed. Semi-annual progress reports
xvill start six months after the date of permit issuance.



ATTACHMENT 5
COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME

1. Section I. of the Los Angeles River Watershed Management Plan,
Program Management, describes the responsibilities of the Principal
Permiuee and the Co-permittees. The Principal Permit’tee is responsible
for implementation of the monitoring program; however, responsibility for
the evaluation of the monitoring data, especially for management practic~
effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is no mechanisms to
determine adequacy of the Permittee submittal. Please provide an auditing
mechanism for program element~ in the final document.

2. Section I. describes the responsibilities of the various committees. It doe~
not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and how the
products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs of all the
co-permit’tees (i.e., point number l.a.(1) of our Storm Water Management
Plan Components: Describe w~ the author~,y of the comemnee will be and how it
will perform the tasks required of the responsible ageng-y).

3. Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monetary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permiRees fund theirs? Who will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(1)(vi) states that the Permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
part 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(vi), ther~ art additional requirements for the
Permittee to provide fiscal analysis. "!-o~ each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the ~ capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to ~�omplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the source of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permitlee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
cstablished by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which authorizes or
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enables the applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar means,
the contribution of pollutants to the municipal storm sewer by storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges to
the municipal separate storm sew:r,

(C) Control through ordinance, order or similar means the discharge to a
municipal separate storm sewer of spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water;,

(D) Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinaries, lg’rmits, contracts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring procedmcs
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2XiXD) requires the Permittees to"
Control through interagency agreements among �oapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final documenL
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of
the agreement by all Permittees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements should be in place before the permit renewal dat~.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permittee provide a "description ofth©
existing program to identify illicit connections to the municipal storm
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedures and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
~,here this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
information is proposed for development by December 1995. A formal
program to accomplish this task must be included in the.final document,
due to this Regional Board by December 21, 1994.
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6. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(I )(iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening:
"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening mmlysis
shall include a narrative description, for either each field screening point
or major outfall, of visual observations made during dry weather periods.
If any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hour period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands lhe complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However, the document does not provide details on what kind of a
program the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegal
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other panics. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedu~s the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the source(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal
dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that are not covered under
the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (see comment,
Volume 1, No. 20).

8. Section II.2.B. calls for the development of an education and reporting
system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
Board will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an updated
list on disk. and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic

10. Section II.2.D. I states that "a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters of the State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges that are deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These may differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem as insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system; however, this list will need to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.

[-- I I. Paragraph three of lll.A, Identification of Sources, s,.ates that identification of
pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods. Please provide details



#mmm~             of the current methods and the proposed methods for identification of pollutant

sources for this wazershed in the final report. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires
"Source identification. The location of any major outfall that discharges to waters
or" the United States that was not reported under paragraph (d)(l)(iii)(B)(l)of this
section. Provide an inventory, organized by watershed of the name and addre~,
and a description (such as SIC codes) which best reflects the principal products or
services provided by each facility which may discharge, to the municipal separate
storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial activity." This was also a
requirement of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654 (2.1.3), issued June lg, 1990, and
should not be delayed to the end of 1996. This program should be part of this
document, with results of the program to be submitted at a future date (date to be
included in this document), if necessary.

12. The first paragraph of III.B., Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1996.
Existing control measures can be put in left in place at the start of the
Permit, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

13. The first paragraph of III.C, Outreach, states that general outreach for all
facilities will commence by March of 1996. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(6)
requires the submittal of"A description of educational activities, public
information activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate tim
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should be
listed as part of this Plan and be continued throughout the County. Specific
outreach may be "fine-tuned" for this watershed at a later date.

14. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. This seems to have been started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume g of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Section of the document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1994-1995 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle for this watershed.

15. Section VIII.B. apparently states that annual report will begin in 1997 for
this watershed. Annual reports will be required annually starting with one
year following the date of permit issuance. Semi-annual progress reports
will start six months after the date of permit issuance.
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A’I’,TACHMENT 6
COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME 6

1. Section 1. of the San Gabriel River Watershed management Plan, Program
Management .describes the re.~ponsibilities of the Principal Permittee and
the Co-permittees. The Principal Permittee is responsible for
implementation of the monitoring program; however, responsibility for the
evaluation of the monitoring data, especially for management practice
effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is no mechanisms to
determine adequacy of the Permittee submittal. Please provide an auditing "~ "~
mechanism for program elements in the final document.

2. Section 1. describes the responsibilities of the various committees. It does
not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and how the
products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs of all the
co-permittees (i.e., point number l.a.(I) of our Storm Water Management
Plan Components: Describe what the authority of the committee will be and how it
will perform the tasks required of the responsible agency is not addressed).

3. Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monetary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permittees fund theirs? Who will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(1 )(vi) states that the Permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
part 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(vi), there are additional requirements for the
Permittee to provide fiscal analysis. "For each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the necessary capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to accomplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the source of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permittee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
established by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which authorizes or
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enables The applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar means,
the contribution of pollutants to the municipal storm sewer by storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges to
the municipal separate storm sewer,

(C)municipalControl throughstormOrdinance, orderof or similar means the discharge to aseparate sewer spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water,

(D) Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, contracts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring proc~ures
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with permit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i)(D) requires the Permittees to"
Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final document.
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of
the agreement by all Permittees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements should be in place befo~ th~ Immit renewal date.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permittee provide a "description of the
existing program to identify illicit connections to the municipal storm
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedu~s and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
where this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
inlbrmation is proposed for development by December 1996. This facet of
the County’s program is too important to be delayed two years.
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6. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(1 )(iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening:
"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening analysis
shall include a narrative description, for either each field screening point
or ma or ouffall, of visual observations made during dry weather periods.
If any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hour period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands the complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However, the document does not provide details on what kind of a
program the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegal
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other parties. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedures the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the source(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal
dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that are not cover~ under
the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (see comment,
Volume 1, No. 20).

8. Section II.2.B. calls for the development of an education and reporting
system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
Board will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an updated
list on disk, and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic updates.

I 0. Section II.2.D. 1 states that "a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters of the State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges that an: deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These may differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem as insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system: however, this list will need to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.

11. Paragraph three of III.A., Identification of Sources, states that
identification of pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods.
Please provide details of the current methods and the proposed methods
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for identification of pollutant sources for this watershed in the final
report. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires "Source identification.
The location of any major outfa[] that discharges to waters of the
United States that was not reported under paragraph                                       v
(d)( 1 )(iii)(B)(I ) of this section. Provide an inventory, organized by
watershed or’the name and address, and a description (such as SIC-"
codes) which best reflects the principal products or services
provided by each facility which may discharge, to the municipal
separate storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial
activity." This was also a requirement of NPDES Permit No.
CA0061654 (2.1.3), issued June 18, 1990, and should not be                               ,,~ ,,~
delayed to 1997. This program should be part of this document,
with results of the program to be submitted at a future date (date to
be included in this document), if necessary.

12. The first paragraph ofllI.B., Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1997.
This task will be done earlier under other watersheds, and these measures
could be applied to all watersheds, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at
a later date.

13. The first paragraph of III.C., Outreach, states that general outreach for all
facilities will commence by March of 1997. 40 CFR 122.26(dX2)(6)
requires the submittal of"A description of educational activities, public
in~brmation activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate the
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should
continue throughout the County. Specific outreach will be done earlier
under other watersheds, and these measures could b¢ applied to all
watersheds, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

14. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. This seems to have be~n started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume 8 of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Section oftbe document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1995-1996 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle for this watershed.

15. Section VIII.B. apparently states that annual report will begin in 1997 for
this watershed. Annual reports will be required annually starting with one [~
year following the date of permit issuance. Semi-annual progress reports
will start six months after the date of permit issuance.
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ATTACHMENT 7
COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME

I. Section I. of the Santa Clara River Watershed Management Plan,
Program Management. describes the responsibilities of the Principal
Permittee and the Co-permittees. The Principal Permittee is responsible
for implementation of the monitoring program; however, responsibility for
the evaluation of the monitoring data, especially for management practice
effectiveness, is not specified. Additionally, there is no mechanisms to
determine adequacy of the Permittee submittal. Please provide an auditing
mechanism for program elements in the final document.

2. Section I. describes the responsibilities of the various committees. It does
not describe the decision-making processes of the committees and how the
products of their meetings will be incorporated into the programs of all the
co-permittees (i.e., point number 1.a.(1) of our Storm Water Management
Plan Components: Describe what the authonry of the committee will be and how it
will perform the tafk.x required of the resporaibl¢ agent/).

3. Information is also not provided in this Section on how the monetary
responsibilities will be established. How will the Principal Permittee fund
its responsibilities and how will the Co-permittees fund theirs? 9/13o will
be liable for penalties assessed for program non-compliance? The Fiscal
Resources portion of this Section only describes future submittals of
budget information for the Watershed Management Plan. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(l)(vi) states that the Permittees must provide "A description of
the financial resources currently available to the municipality to complete
part 2 of the permit application. A description of the municipality’s budget
for existing storm water programs, including an overview of the
municipality’s financial resources and budget, including overall
indebtedness and assets, and sources of funds for storm water programs."
In 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(vi), there are additional requirements for the
Permit-tee to provide fiscal analysis. "For each fiscal year to be covered by
the permit, a fiscal analysis of the necessary capital and operation and
maintenance expenditures necessary to accomplish the activities of the
programs under paragraphs (d)(2) (iii) and (iv) of this section. Such
analysis shall include a description of the source of funds that are proposed
to meet the necessary expenditures, including legal restrictions on the use
of such funds." Please include this information in the final document.

4. Under 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i), the Permittee must provide a
"demonstration that the applicant can operate pursuant to legal authority
established by statute, ordinance or series of contracts which authorizes or
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enables the applicant at a minimum to:

(A) Control through ordinance, permit, contract, order or similar means,
the contribution of pollutants to the municipal storm sewer by storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity and the quality of storm
water discharged from sites of industrial activity;

(B) Prohibit through ordinance, order or similar means, illicit discharges to
the municipal separate storm sewer,

(C) Control through ordinance, order or similar means the discharge to a
municipal separate storm sewer of spills, dumping or disposal of materials
other than storm water;

(D) Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system;

(E) Require compliance with conditions in ordinances, permits, conu’acts
or orders; and

(F) Carry out all inspection, surveillance and monitoring proc,~ures
necessary to determine compliance and noncompliance with pecmit
conditions including the prohibition on illicit discharges to the municipal
separate storm sewer."

Additionally, 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(i)(D) requires the Permitt~-s to"
Control through interagency agreements among coapplicants the
contribution of pollutants from one portion of the municipal system to
another portion of the municipal system." This information is not
provided, and there is no provision for future submittals of these items by
the Permittees. Please provide this information in the final document.
Under Institutional Arrangements in the submitted document, execution of
the agreement by all Permittees is targeted for December 1995. These
agreements should be in place before the permit renewal date.

5. Section II. describes the programs for detecting illicit discharges. 40 CFR
122.26(d)(2)(v)(B) requires that the Permittee provide a "description of the
existing program to identi~ illicit connections to the municipal storm
sewer system. The description should include inspection procedures and
methods for detecting and preventing illicit discharges, and describe areas
where this program has been implemented." A "concept" for this
intbrmation is proposed for development by December 1996. This facet of
the County’s program is too important to be delayed two years.
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6,    40 eFR 122.26(d)( I )(iv)(D) details the requirements for field screening:
"Results of a field screening analysis for illicit connections and illegal
dumping for either selected field screening points or major outfalls
covered in the permit application. At a minimum, a screening analysis
shall include a narrative description, for either each field screening point
or major outfali, of visual observations made during dry weather periods.
If any flow is observed, two grab samples shall be collected during a 24
hour period with a minimum period of four hours between samples." This
Regional Board understands the complexity of the Los Angeles County
collection system, and the difficulty in providing this type of information.
However. the document does not provide details on what kind of a

the County will implement to detect illicit connections and illegalprogram
dumping, other than visual observation or reporting by other parties. At a
minimum, the County should describe how its on-going monitoring efforts
will be used to identify potential problems, and what procedures the
County or other Permittees will follow to determine the souree(s).

7. Examples of management practices related to illicit connections or illegal
dumping are cited in this Section. These BMPs that are not covered under
the thirteen required practices should be part of a matrix (see comment,
Volume I, No. 20).

8,    Section II.2.B. calls for the development of an education and reporting
system for illegal dumping. How will these actions differ from existing
management practices and the County’s hot-line?

9. Section II.2.D states that "a list of NPDES Permits issued by the Regional
Board will be obtained." The County has this list in hard-copy, an ulxlated
list on disk, and the telephone number of our electronic bulletin board for
periodic updates.

10. Section II.2.D. 1 states that "a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to discharge into the Waters of the State will be established by the
Regional Board." The State Water Resources Control Board is developing
a general permit for discharges thin ~ deemed insignificant in their
impacts to water quality. These n~y differ from the types of waste
discharges the County may deem ss insignificant. The County of Los
Angeles has proposed a list of non-stormwater discharges that can be
allowed to the storm drain system; however, this list will need to be
revised to account for the concerns of specific watershed. The revised list
must be submitted with the final SWMP documents for all watersheds.

I I. Paragraph three of III.A., Identification of Sources, states that
identification of pollutant sources can be done using a number of methods.
Please provide details of the current methods and the proposed methods
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for identification of pollutant sources for this watershed in the final
rcpon. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(ii) requires "Source identification.
The location or" any major outfall that discharges to waters of the
United States that was not reported under paragraph
(d)( I )(iii)(B)( i ) of this section. Provide an inventory, organized by
watershed of the name and address, and a description (such as SIC
codes) which best reflects the principal products or services
provided by each facility which may discharge, to the municipal
separate storm sewer, storm water associated with industrial
activity." This was also a requirement of NPDES Permit No.
CA0061654 (2.1.3), issued June 18, 1990, and should not be
delayedto 1997. This program should be part of this document,
with results of the program to be submitted at a future date (date to
be included in this document), if necessaW.

12. The first paragraph of lll.B, Control Measures, states that specific runoff
control programs will be developed for this watershed in March of 1997.
This task will be done earlier under other watersheds, and these measures
could be applied to all watersheds, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at
a later date.

13. The first paragraph of lll.C, Outreach, states that general outreach for all
facilities will commence by March of 1997. 40 CFR 122.26(d)(2)(6)
requires the submittal of"A description of educational activities, public
information activities, and other appropriate activities to facilitate the
proper management and disposal of used oil and toxic materials ..."
General outreach is already being performed in some areas and should
continue throughout the County. Specific outreach will be done earlier
under other watersheds, and these measures could be applied to all
watersheds, with "fine-tuning" for this watershed at a later date.

14. Section VIII.A. states that the Permittees will develop standards to judge
the effectiveness of program elements. This seems to have been started in
the Monitoring Program Evaluation in Volume 8 of this submittal and
should be summarized in this Section of the document. The submittal of
the final document for this item should occur in Fiscal Year 1995-1996 in
order to track the NPDES renewal cycle for this watershed.

15. Section VIII.B. apparently states that annual report will begin in 1997 for
this watershed. Annual reports will be required annually starting with one
year following the date of permit issuance. Semi-annual progress reports
will start six months after the date of permit issuance.



]’7"
AT’I’ACHMENT 8                          --

COMMENTS ON REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE VOLUME 8                                 ~,~

1. Item number 5. of Section 1.1, Project Outline, lists the report task of a
screening analysis to flag non-compliance with water quality objectives ¯
specified by the "Basin Plan" and "Ocean Plan". The Outline does not
state, however, that these constituents were then used for the spatial and
trend analysis for the County and its watersheds. Further, these
constituents were the only ones used in the assessment of urban impacts
and the evaluation of BMP effectiveness. The final document must
contain the analysis of relevant parameters (see list, page 4 of Volume 8)
for the evaluation of runoff from the various land uses and for the "~"
evaluation of BMP effectiveness.

2. The Outline also states that Volume II of this report will be presented
separately. Regional Board staff have not received this submittal, but will
provide comments following receipt and review.

3. Paragraph three of Se.ction 2.1, NPDES Permit) states that "The RWQCB,
Los Angeles Region (4) Board oversees enforcement of the NPDES permit
in the Los Angeles County area." It would be more accurate to say that
this Regional Board oversees i~ of the permit.

4. Paragraph five of this Section states that "According to the permit, quality
of the constituents of concern and significance in Los Angeles County are
..." Please delete the words "quality of" in the final document.

5. Paragraph four of Section 3.1 of the document states that "storm weather
DO data from 1980 to 1988 was added to the data and reviewed in this
report." This review was missing from the Regional Board’s copy of
Volume 8.

6. Turbidity is characterized on Page 13 of the document, and is described as
being a direct measure of suspended solids. It may be an indirect
measurement, and the statement should be modified to reflect that.

7. Appendix A provides the Monitoring Station Trend Analysis; however, in
many of the graphics it is difficult to differentiate between the objective
being compared and the average.

8. Additionally, the Basin Plan Objective for some of these analyses should
be proofed against the Basin Plan tables (e.g., TDS is graphed as 800 mg/L
for the Ballona Creek stations, but the Basin Plan has no TDS objective for
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Ballona Creek).

9. This Volume is an excellent star~ to the County’s program of data
reduction and analysis. The use of these tools for monitoring data
collected in the program’s future, and the Permittee responsibility for
analysis of data, should be included in the final document.

0
0
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STATE O~ CAU~:O’RNIA---~NVIkON,~ENTAL PROTECTION AGEN~ ~ ~LS~. ~

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALI~ CONTROL BOARD ~ T~
~’OS ANGELES REGION
~1 CENTRE P~ ~I~

~TER~ PARK, CA 917~I~

F~X: ~13) 2~7~

L
Octo~r 24, 1~4 ~

Mr. Gary Hildebrand
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

FINAL DATE OF SUBMITTAL OF REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE/STORM
V~’ATER MANAGEMENT PROGRAM PLANS (NPDES No. CA0061654, CI 6948)

This letter is to follow up on conversations between staff’of the Regional Board and Department
of Public Works at the October 17, 1994, Executive Advisory Committee meeting regarding the
deadline for submittal of the Permit requirement 5.2, Report of Waste Discharge. Federal and
State regulations require that a Report of Waste Discharge be submitted to the permitting
authority 180 days prior to the expiration of a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(’NPDES) Permit. Waste Discharge Requirements for Stormwater/Urban Runoff Discharge for
Los Angeles County and Co-permittees (Board Order No. 90-079) will expire on June 18, 1995.
Therefore. the deadline for submittal of the complete Report of Waste Discharge/Storm Water
Management Program Plans is December 21, 1994.

If you should have any questions in regards to this letter or any other Storm Water Program
issue, please contact Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

MARK R. PUMFORD, Chief
Storm Water Unit

3orge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Co-Permirtees
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~0 $OU~ FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91503-1331

~DRF.~S ALL
P.O BOX ~4~

AL.HAMB ~ CAL~O~

October 13, 1994 ~v°~u~3

Cai±fornta Regional Water QuaIlty
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (CI6948) - 1ST QUARTER PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the subject
Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report provides a
summary on the status of specific Permit task/requlrements
performed during the first quarter (July 1 through September 30,
1994) of the fifth year of the Permit, which began on July I, 1994.

Report of Waste Discharqe - Task

The main focus of this quarter’s activities is on the development
of the Report, which is to be submitted to the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region, by December 18,
1994.

Water Quality Monltorlnq Proqram - Task 5.2.1

The Water Quality Monitoring Program is progressing according to
the set schedule. The Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works continues to proceed under the direction of the Regional
Board on the installation of the automatic samplers and
implementation of the Stormwater Quality Monitoring Program.
Four sampling stations have been constructed. The first two are
undergoing calibration and testing. Three more stations are to be
completed by November 15, 1994. The remaining two stations are to
be constructed and on line by January 15, 1995.

All of these units are located in the Phase I area. Another
15 units will be constructed in the Phase II and Phase III areas
after their locations are approved by your staff.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
October 13, 1994
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Best Management Practices Evaluation -
Tasks 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, and ~.2.~

Under the direction provided by this Department, a Stormwater/Urban
Runoff Quality Management Program Questionnaire prepared by the
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning was sent to all
the Permlttees. The intent of the Questionnaire was to assess the
status and the level of implementation of all BMPs, and discuss
program effectiveness and possible program modifications.

With the exception of the City of Bradbury, all cities answered and
returned the Questionnaire to the Department of Regional Planning.

The Department of Regional Planning has prepared a report, based
on the Questionnaires returned, to summarize the status of all BMPs
by jurisdiction as well as to assess the level of implementation
for the 13 baseline BMPs. Based on the findings, the Department
of Regional Planning is preparing a report on the overall level
of implementation, degree of effectiveness, and suggested
modifications for all BMPs. Descriptions of the supplemental BMPs
suggested or being implemented by the cities will also be included
in the report. The final draft of the report will be distributed
to all Permlttees at a Joint Permlttee meeting on October 17, 1994.

Baslnwide Watershed Manaqement Plan - Task ~.2.6

The Department, in collaboration with the Department of Regional
Planning and City of Los Angeles, is preparing the Basinwlde
Stormwater Management Plan on behalf of all the Permittees. The
first draft will be distributed to all the Co-Permittees at a Joint
Co-Permittee meeting to be held on October 17, 1994, at 9:00 a.m.,
at the Department of Public Works’ Headquarters in Alhambra. The
report will also be provided to various environmental groups.

Status Summary

Phase I (Year Five Activities):
Santa Monlca Bay Dralnaqe Basin

The primary tasks for Phase I Permittees are to continue to
implement Permit compliance activities and to report on their
progress. This Department continues to organize and chair the
monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit compliance.
Enclosed is a chart su,unarizlng the attendance record of the
Co-Permittees (Attachment A).
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
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Phase II (Year Three Activities): Upper Los Angeles River and
Upper San Gabrlel River Drainage Basins

The third-year tasks for Phase II Permlttees, as required by
the Permit, have been initiated. The tasks Include progress
in implementing Early Action BMPs and Additional BMPs, in
detecting and eliminating illegal discharges and illicit
disposal practices, and in controlling pollutants in surface
runoff from construction sites.

As of the end of this quarter, all but eight Co-Permlttees
have completed all flrst-year Permit activities (see
Attachment B).    For the second-year activities, two Co-
Permittees completed all their tasks this quarter. Other Co-
Permittees have submitted some of the required submittals.
Enclosed are the status reports for the first- and second-year
activities (Attachment B)    A "Permittee Meeting Attendance"
chart is also enclosed for your records (Attachment C).

Phase III (Year Two Activities): Lower Los Angeles River,
Lower San Gabriel River, and Santa Clara River Drainage Basins

Phase III Permittees are underway with their second-year
activities: additional storm drain mapping and data
collection, development of additional BMPs, implementation of
Early Action BMPs, and completion of the development of legal
authority. Seven Co-Permittees have not completed all their
flrst-year tasks. The status report on first-year activities
is enclosed (Attachment D).      The "Monthly Permlttee
Attendance" chart is also included as Attachment E.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of this office, at (818) 458-5948, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

ctor
Waste Management Division

FK:ly
QUARTRPT\ISTQRT94.RPT

Enc.
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Phase I Agencies
MONTHLY PERMHTEE MEETING ATI’ENDANCE

Number of Meetings to Date: 27 (April 21, 1992 to September 20, 1994)
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STATUS OF YEAR 2 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE II AGENCIES
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STATUS OF YEAR 1 ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE III AGENCIES ¯
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Phase III Agencies
MONTHLY PERMI*ITEE MEETING ATI’ENDANCE

Number of Meetings to Date: 13 (July 28, 1993 to August 24, 1994)
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 $OU~ FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803.~)31

~RRY W. STON~c~r ADDR.F..~5 AI~ CORR.ES~ENC~
P.O.BOX

October 6, 199~                                                  ~.c~O~l~-i~

Mr. Carlos Urrunaga
California Regional Water Quality ~.m,~:

Control Board, Los Angeles Region WM-3
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park CA 91754-2156

Dear Mr. Urrunaga:

We are hereby submitting the requested digital and tabular data for
Phases I and II of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Program. The digital data is in Arc/Info Format on
a data cartridge that contains the drainage areas and drainage
basin boundaries for the Santa Monlca Bay drainage basin. The
cartridge also contains the City boundaries within Los Angeles
County. The 3} disks contain various tabular data as shown below:

Disk Contents Form    =

i Water Quality Data Lotus 1,2,3-..=
~ 2 Water Quality Data Lotus 1,2,3!--

3 Phase II RCRA Sites Word Perfect 5.1
4 Phase II Disposal Facilities dBase IV ., .
5 Basin II Land Use, Soil, dBase IV

and SIC Reports ~
6 Basin III Land Use, Soil dBase IV = "

and SIC Reports
7 Phase I SIC Reports dBase IV
8 Phase I RCRA and Disposal Word Perfect 5.1

Sites
9 Phase I Land Use Breakdown     Lotus 1,2,3

Analysis

If you have any questions regarding our submittal, please contact
Mr. Mazen Dudar, of this office, at (818) 458-5975, Monday through
Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Director of Public Works

Gary Hildebrand
Acting Section Head, Water Quality
Waste Management Division

GH:ep
LETTER\DIGITAL

Enc.                                                                               R0032866



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES T
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMOHT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91103-1331

HARRY W, STONE, I~r~*mr                                                                         &DDR£SS
P.O.BOX 14~

~FER TO
Septe~er 22, 1994                                                      ~-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli                                            ~     .~
Callfornia Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:                                                ~    --

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)
PERMIT NO. CA0061654, CI 6948, BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079

We appreciate meeting with you and your staff on September 19,
1994, to discuss our compliance with the NPDES Permit referenced
above. This letter confirms our agreement with you and your staff
regarding the actions described below:

Compliance
Actlo~                                           Report Due

a.    Render operational an initial monitoring January 15, 1995
network of nine stations to establish
long-term trends in stormwater quality in
the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.
Seven stations are to be made operational
by November 15, 1994, and two by
January i, 1995.

b. Test and integrate a selected stormwater January 15, 1995
model into the Monitoring Program to
refine annual estimates or pollutant
loads to Santa Monica Bay.

c. Implement targeted monitoring to identify January 15, 1995
sources of specific toxic pollutants in
stormwater and urban runoff in the
Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin.    The
initial source targeted may include
municipal corporation facilities.

d. Develop and begin implementation of a January 15, 1995
Monitoring     Program     to     evaluate
effectiveness of specific BMPs in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin.



Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli
September 22, 1994
Page 2

Compliance
Action (Cont’d}                               Report pue

e. Implement a Monitoring Program to January 15, 1995
identify locations of illegal practices,
and to eliminate pollutant sources in the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basln.

f. Advertise a Request for Proposal to January 15, 1995
develop a program to evaluate stormwater
impacts on selected receiving waters
including conducting toxicity studies in
the Santa Monlca Bay Drainage Basin.

g.    Submit a revised Monitoring Program for January 15, 1995
Phases II and III that includes all
program elements with tlmelines for
development and implementation.

The County is committed to completing these actions within the
agreed upon time frame. We will be submitting monthly progress
reports to you by the 15th of each month beginning November 1994
through March 1995. We would also like to meet with your staff
biweekly to review Monitoring Program progress.

We are pleased that we have now reached mutual agreement on the
actions necessary to comply with the Permit and the applicable time
frames. We would request that you direct your staff to monitor our
progress, providing necessary clarifications and guidance to ensure
that the Monitoring Program is carried out in a timely manner
consistent with work logistics and in accordance with our mutual
agreement.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. James A. Noyes at (818) 458-4002.

Very truly yours,

w. STON 
Director of Public Works

GH:Ii
LETTERS\O~DER

R0032868
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13 September 1994                                                                          -

Mr, Jack Ainsworth
California Coastal Commission
89 South California Street
2nd Floor
Ventura, CA 93001-2801

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS UNDER BOARD ORDER NO. 90-079
INSTALLATION OF AN AUTOMATED WATER SAMPLER AT MALIBU CREEK
(NPDES NO. CA0061654, CI FILE NO. 6948)

The Count)’ of Los Angeles (County) has requested the Coastal Commission’s approval for
the installation of an automated water sampler in the Malibu Creek. This letter is in support
of the issuance of an emergency permit to the County for such purpose.

In June 1990. this Regional Board issued Order No. 90-0"/9 (NPDES NO. CA0061654,
6948), WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREME]~gTS SrORMWAT£MURBAN RUNOFF
DL~CHARGE for LOS ANGELES COUNTY and CO-PERMITTEF__.S. Los Angeles County
Department of Public Works is the Principal Permittee under this permit, with the other 86
municipalities and Cahrans as Co-Permittees. The County is required to accomplish tasks
designed to improve the water quality in receiving waters by controlling contamination from
storm water runoff sources. The tasks include:

2. ] 8 A workplan for the development of a stormwater/urban runoff monitoring program, for
approval by the Executive Officer.

3.1 1 A monitoring program based on the approved workplan. This program shall be
designed to:

o detect accurately the constituents and parameters
of concern, in discharges indicated in the
workplan, and to identify their possible sources.

o identify illegal dischargers and/or locations of
illicit disposal practices.
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Mr. Jack Ainsworth
Page 2

4. I. 1 Evidence of satisfactory progress of implementation of plan and schedule for early
action BMPs and additional BMPs.

4.1.2 Evidence of implementation and progress of procedures to detect and eliminate illegal
discharges and eliminate illicit disposal practices.

4.1 3 Evidence of implementation and progress of measures to control pollutants in surface
runoff from construction site, s.

The monitoring program that was submitted by the County on behalf of all Co-Permittees,
and approved by the Executive Officer, included a monitoring station in Malibu Creek
designed to identify contaminants of concern for rural/residential areas. This monitoring
station is representative for this type of land use throughout the county until other phases of
the program are implemented. It is also necessary in the evaluation of program effectiveness
under tasks 4.1.1 through 4.1.3. The information contained from the monitoring facilities are
also used in the permit renewal process under Tasks:

5.2.1 Summary of the results of the monitoring program.

5.2.2 Summary of BMPs implemented and evaluations of their effectiveness.

5.2.3 Summary of procedures implemented to detect illegal discharges and illicit disposal
practices and an evaluation of their effectiveness.

5.2.4 Summary. of measures implemented to control pollutants in surface runoff from
construction sites and an evaluation of their effectiveness.

5.2.5 Evaluation of the need for additional BMPs, source control, and/or structural control
measRre$.

5.2.6 Proposed plan of stormwater/urban runoff quality management activities that will be
undertaken during the term of the next permit.

County is receiving a Cease and Desist Order fiom this Regional Board for lack ofThe
compliance in their monitoring program, and is also being sued by the Natural Resources
Defense Council for, among other items, failure to implement their monitoring program. The
County of Los Angeles has failed to sample as required for the past three rainy seasons. The
rainy season spans the months of October through April and it is imperative that the County
install the sampler prior to the rainy season so that the "first flush" of the season may be
properly and adequately sampled and analyzed. However, the first rain of the season which
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Mr. Jack Ainsworth
~’~ Page 3 bmay carry, a significant pollutant load may come prior to the official onset of the rainy

season. The analytical data received will be utilized by the municipalities within the Malibu
Creek watershed to determine methods for reducing or eliminating the input of pollutants into
the watershed. Therefore it is of utmost importance to this Regional Water Quality Control
Board that the County install and make functional the sampling apparatus prior to the onset of
the rainy season, and as soon as possible.

This effort to quantify pollutant loads will assist us in identifying strategies to improve water
quality and protect beneficial uses (i.e., steelhead trout migration and wetlands habitat) within          "~ "~
this watershed.

Both the California Coastal Commission and the Regional Water Quality Control Board are
committed to preserving and increasing the beneficial uses within the watershed as our
involvement in various watershed management programs demonstrates. Regional Board staff
would be more than willing to work with your staff.

If you should have any questions or require further clarification, please do not hesitate to call                     ~’
me at (213) 266-7596, or Carlos Urrunaga of my staff at (213) 266-7598.

MARK R. PUMFORD, Chief
Stormwater Unit

cc:    Rebecca Richardson, California Coastal Commission
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COUNTy OV LOS ANGrLrS
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOU~ F~EMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91103-123|

~RRY W. ffON[Dblltlf                              Tdq~�~e: (111)45~J|~

POBOX
ALH,~R,A, CAMFOR,,H~ 91~2-1~

L
September 13, 1994                                                ~o~u WM-3

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
Executive Officer                                                   c
California Regional Water Quallty                             >-

control Board, Los Angeles Region :.~. ._
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 :~

Dear Dr. Ghirelli: ~:~ ..

MUNICIPAL STORMWATER PERMIT ~ "
RESPONSE TO YOUR MAY 4, 1994 LETTER

As you are aware, since receipt of your May 4, 1994 letter, we have
been working with your staff to resolve technical issues necessary
for us to address your comments and directives.    This letter
provides our response to your orlglnal letter.

Baseline Best Management Practices                                                     i~i

1.    You indicate that your State Water Resources Control Board
Counsel is currently reviewing our existing legal Codes for
adequacy. We are awaiting the results of this review.

2. With your staff’s concurrence, we have developed for your use
a report of the 5,000+ industries involved in the County’s
Industrial Waste Program (copy enclosed).     A related I~I
description of the County use Codes is also enclosed. This
database covers industries within the County unincorporated
area and the 40 cities that contract with the County for
industrial waste services. This list only contains industries
that have an Industrial Waste Permit.    This is the only
database currently available to us that provides any of the
information you requested.

As part of our Industrial Waste Program, each permitted
industry is inspected at least once per year. This inspection
includes a review of the facility to identify any
inappropriate non-stormwater discharges and any potential
stormwater contamination problems.       In addition, our
inspectors investigate numerous other illegal discharges that
are either reported to us or observed by the inspectors while

\
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out in the field. As part of our proposed budget for Fiscal
Year 1994-95, we have requested two additional inspectors to
allow us to expand our inspection program in the County
unincorporated areas to include non-permltted industries and
businesses.

In regard to the Inspectlon of County storm dralns for 111egal
discharges and illicit connections, our field staff routinely
report any observed illegal discharges or dumpings to the
appropriate authorities. In addition to responding to such
incidents on a daily basis, our current storm draln inspection
program is being revised to include expanded procedures for
conducting illegal discharge investigations. These procedures
include storm drain inspection guidelines,    follow-up
inspection criteria, and more detailed documentatlon
procedures. The program is being expanded for implementation
throughout our storm drainage system in the County.

Monitorinq Work Plan

In your letter, you state that the data being compiled by the
County to satisfy Permit Tasks 2.1.1, 2.1.3, and 2.1.4 must be
incorporated into our proposed geographic information system (GIS)
in an Arc/Info compatible format. All data collected to comply
with these Permit tasks has been previously provided to you in hard
copy form.

At present, we have developed some limited GIS applications using
the System 9 GIS software for use in our drainage area mapping
efforts. We have also developed a number of databases using dBase
and Lotus software to compile tabular data. We have previously
provided you with hard copy maps and reports from these sources.
As a result of numerous discussions with your staff, we will
provide you with all the tabular report data for Phases I and II on
disks by September 15, 1994. We will also provide you with a disk
containing the water quality data for our existing Countywide
monitoring program for the period 1988-present. Data collected
prior to 1988 is only available in hard copy form. Flow data is
also presently only available in hard copy form. Digital data for
drainage areas, city boundaries, and drainage basin boundaries will
be provided in Arc/Info format for Santa Monlca Bay by
September 30, 1994. Phase II digital data will be provided by
November 30, 1994. Drainage area collection point arrows will be
supplied at a later date on a separate disk. Storm drain data for
the County and Co-Permittees (excluding the City of Los Angeles)
will be provided in graphics format only due to the fact that the
data does not exist in Arc/Info format. Due to the size of the
storm drain data base, we will first provide you by October 17,
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
September 13, 1994
Page 3

1994, with a sample to load into your system to ensure proper
compatibility.    The remaining storm drain Info~atlon will be
released pending your successful loading of the sample info~atlon.

During meetings with Carlos Urrunaga, of your staff, he became
aware of soil and isohyetal zone data we are compiling for our
internal use which is not part of any Pe~it-requlred submittal.
As a courtesy, we will provide you with a copy of this data.

The data is still being edited and is not ready for release. Upon
completion, arrangements will be made with your staff for digital
or graphical data release.

We are proceeding with the development of a GIS for the sto~water
permit program. Included in this GIS will be the capability to
exchange data in an Arc/Info compatible fo~at.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of this office, at (818) 458-5948, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Ve~ truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE

Di~ctor of Public Works

A~ist~nt Deputy Director
Wae~anagement Division

GH:Ii
LETTERS\RWQCB2.LTR

Enc.
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MA L NG L ST                          V
Jorge Le6n, Office of the Cldef ~ouasel, S~te Water Resoles Con~l Bo~                  ~
B~ce Fujimoto, Re~ato~ S~om Di~sion of Wa~r Q~i~, S~ w~r R~o~ Coati

Ca~e~e K~ CNef, P~ ~d Compli~c~ B~c~ U~ S~ ~~    ~
P~on Agency, Re,on 9

Dave Y~ ~is~t D~u~ D~mr, W~e ~gem~t Di~io~ ~m~ of~s ~gel~
Dep~em of Public Wo~

J~ Noyes, W~e M~ement DiHsiom Co~ of Los ~geles, ~p~ent of Public Wo~      ~ ~
G~ ~deb~ W~ ~emem Di~io~ Co~ of Los ~eles, Dep~em of Pubic

Wo~
P~ ~c~o~ Sm~ W~ M~emmt Di~sio~ B~ of ~~g, Ci~ of Los ~gel~      ~

Co-~n~s
Bill P~o~, C~o~a Dep~ent of F~h md ~e
Smm Mom~ Bay Re~o~don P~j~ Te~ AdHso~ Co~
M~k Gold, ~ecudve D~c~r, H~ ~ BW
Eve~ De.o, Na~ R~so~ Defoe Co~�fl
Lisa Well, ~ed~ Oc~ C~p~
Go.on ~e~ S~de Fo~oa
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CALIFORNIA REGIO,’~A.L WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
VLOS ANGELES REGION

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER NO.

REQUIRING LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS O
(LOS ANGELES COUNTY) TO CEASE AND DESIST DISCHARGES

OF WASTES IN VIOL~.TION OF BOARD ORDER 90-079. g
(NPDES CA0061654, CI 6948)

The C~l~ornia Regional Wa~er Quafiv/Con~ol Board, Los ~geles Re~o~ ~:

I. ~e Los ~geles Co~ Dep~ent of Public Wo~
pe~inee ~der Bo~d O~er No. 90~79, W~ Disc~ge R~m~ for
Sto~ Water~rb~ R~off Disc~e for Los ~geles Co~ ~d C~
Pe~ne~ ~DES No. CA0061654). ~e Co~, ~der m ~pl~on
a~eement si~ed ~ co-~ine~, ~ ~e p~ ~o~ibili~ for
developmem md implemea~on of a sto~ ~r mo~to~g pm~
Bo~d Order No. 9~79.

2. S~on 405 of~e Water Q~i~ Act of 1987 ~ded Sec~on 402~)
Cl~ W~er Act of 1972. ~ sec~on ~s ~e U~ted
~~en~ Pm~ec~on Ag~cy ~A) W e~bli~ ~o~ for
~r md ~bm ~off disc~ md~ ~e N~o~ Pol[~t D~e

3. S~on 402~) of ~e CI~ Wa~r Aa ~clude~, ~d~
"m~cip~ ~ep~te ~to~ sewer ~ste~", ~te~o~ected ~a~de
convey~ce systems ope~ted by a le~ m~cip~ agency. Los ~gele, Co~
Dep~em of Public wor~, m m o~er md operator of a l~ge sto~ ~r
convey~ce ~d ~age sy~em ~t se~es a pop~a~on of mo~
~llion p~ple, is subject to C~fo~a Wa~r Code Sec~o~ 13370, et
r~g complimce ~ p~sio~ of ~e F~e~ CI~ W~r Act (33 USC
S~on l~I, et ~.).

Req~m~:~plemen~fi°n de~l~es for ~l ~i~ees, mclud~g

D~elopm~t md ~plem~on of a Sto~ Wa~
Momto~g

, 1 September 7. 1994
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEP.~TMENT OF PUBLICWORKS
CEASE AND DESIST ORDER NO.

I. Santa Monica Bay July I, 1992
II. Upper Los A~geles River .luly 1, 1994
Ill. Upper San Gabriel River .~uly I, 1994
IV. Lower Los Angeles River July 1, 1995
V. Lower San Gabriel Riwr and July I, 1995

Santa Cl~ta Valley

B. Document.ion of sa~sfacto~/progress of all elements of the progr~n ~o
conu-ol storm w~ter/ur’oan runoff pollm.ion

I. Santa Monic~ Bay ,luly l, 1993
If. Upper Los Angeles River July l, 1995
Ill. Upper San Gabriel River July I, 1995
IV. Lower Los Angeles Riv~ July I, 1996
V. Lower San Gabriel River sad July l, 1996

Santa Cla~ta V~ll~

5. A comprehensive storm waft/urban runoff monitoring prognm is essential to mess
the extent of pollu~nt loads in storm w’at~r and urban runoff, to identi~ poIlu~nt
sources and implement effective conu’ols, to prioritize watershed protection a~ons, to
evaluate health of receiving w’ate~, and to ensure the overall success of the municipal
storm water/urban runoff management program in ,, cost effective manner.

6. The Los Ange;es County. Depar~nent of Public Works submitted a Proposed Storm
Water/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program for the Santa Monica Bay Drainage
on March 26, 1992, which was consider~ inaxlequate by Board sm’~’. Staff proce~l~
to develop monitoring prognm guidance which was presented to the County on
January 25, 1993. This guidance ~ also ~o serve as a model for the remaining
Dr=n~e Basins which wer~ phased into the program.

7. On Ju~e 17, 1993, Los Angeles County Deparanent of Public Works was s~
Board ~s ’Review of Second Yea~ Compliance’ wkh Board Order 90-079.
The review included comments on insu~cient pro~TeSS in implementation of
permit requi~ments and the storm wat,’r/urban runo~ monitoring progmn
elemen~ for the Santa Monica Bay Dr’~-~a~e Basra. The let-~er included th~
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS VCEASE AND DESIST ORDER NO.

following deadlines to report ~ompliance to the Board:
O

A. EMvelop ~d implement a pilot program and establish Jan 15, 1994 .L~stations to monitor long-term utnds

B. 12~,elop a program to identify sources of pollutama Jan 15, 1994

C. Develop a~d implement a p~ w ~ :~ l~. 19~
B~ eff~v~

D. Develop and implement a progxxm to identify illicit source,lan 15, 1994
and illegal practic.s

E.    Develop methodology to make refined estimates of pollutantsJuly

F. Develop and implement a program to evaluate storm wamrJuly 15, 1994
impacts on selected receiving wamrs

The County submitted a revised storm wamr/urban runoff monitoring l:~ogram
incorporating Board staffs comments, on August 17, 1993. This revised program was
to be implemented in all d~ainage basins co~istent with the gtfidelines provided for by
staff for the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin The County has faLled to fully
implement items A through F in the revised storm wamr/urban runoff monitoring
program by the deadlinea provided.

S. The County has, in the interim, contmued to collect wet and dry weather water quality
~ ]

data at its existing network of 24 monitoring sites in Los A~geles County. Data from
these sites do not provide the information necessary to assess storm water/urban runoff

9. The Los Aageles County Department of Public Works s~bmltted the fourth year
annual progT*ss report on July 1, 1994. Tkis re-port does not damonswate complianr~
with a~d address deficiencies identified in Board staffs ’Second Year Compliane.�’
review of the momtorixag program for the Santa Monica Bay Draguage Basin.
County a~so submitted on the same date, a Proposed Storm Water/Urban Runoff
Monitoring Program for Drainage Ba.sin~ in Phases II and Ill. This proposed program
does not implement the essential monitonng prog’Ixm elements as outlined by Board
staff in the ’Second Year Compliance’ review. The Los Angeles County Department
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
CEASE AND DESIST ORDER NO.

of Public Works has repeate~’ly failed to meet the deadlines for development
implementation of an adequate storm water/urban runoff monitoring program for
Phases I, II, and III, as requi~d by Board Order 90079.

10. To dat~ the County has installed permanent monitoring stations at three locations in
the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin as pan of its Storm Water/Urban Ruaoff
Monitoring Program. These monitoring stations are Traacas Canyon, Malibu Cre~k,
and Ballona Creek. No water quality dam has been colleg’~ed fi’om th~se sites.
additioa, monitoriag staIions at Kenter Dram. Downtown Los Aageles, CiW of
Monica, Hcroado Draia, Palos Veeries, and Manhattan Be.ac.h ar~ cun’~dy uader
constru~oa.

I I. California Warn" Code Se~iun 13267(b) provid~, in part:

"In conducting an inve~gation specified in subdivision (a), tim
regional board may require that any person discharging or
proposing to discharge waste witlRn its region ... thaz could
affect the quality of wa~er whl~n its region slmll furnish, under
penalty of perjury, those technical or monitoring program relx~rts

12. California Water Code Section 13301 provides, in pm’r

"When a regiorml board finds that a discharge of ~ is ~king place or
threatening to take place in violation of requirements or discharge prohibitions
prescribed by the regional board or the stme board, the board may issue an
order to cease and desist and dLrect that those persons not complying with the
requirements or dischaxge prohibitions (a) comply forthwith, (b) comply
a~:cordance with a time schedule set by the boaxd, or (c) in the event of
t~’~amned violation, r~ke appropriate remedial or preventive a~ion"

13. This enforeement action, which includes a time schedule, is l~ing token ~o
ensurr th~ the Los Aage[es County Deparn’nem of Public Works coma into
compllan¢~ with Bomxl Order 90-079.

14. This enforcement action is being taken for the pn~tection of the eavironmeat
and as such is exempt from the provisions of the California Eavironmeatal
Quality Act (Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et. seq.) in accordanc~
with Section 15321, Ch,~pter 3, Title l.i, CaJifomia Code of Regulations.

4
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LOS ANGELES COLrNTy DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS                                V

CEASE AND DESIST ORDF_2, NO,

The Bo~d notified the discharger and interested agencies and persor~ of its intent to condu~ ~-~
a public healing concerning violatioz~ or threa~ned violadom of wa~e discharse
requtrementso

L
The Boani, in a public he.~’ing, he.~’d and concidered all testimony pertinent to this ma~e~. -
AJI Orders referred to above and records of hearings and testimony t~ereia are include[
herein by reference..

IT IS KER~BY ORDERED tha~, purst~nt to C~2fomia Warn, Code Se~ion 13301, ~2~ Los          ~ ""
Angeles Count7 Department of Public Works sh~ll comply with ~he following:

I. Implement the modified monitoring prognm approved trader Board Order No.
90-079 to control and eliminate the sources of s~orm water pollution being
d~scharged from the municipal separate storm wa~r dmimge sys~--m by
comple~ng the following actions:

Complbnce

a. Kender oper~onal zn bi~ moni~orin~ network ofabe Novembee 15, !g4~4
s~ons to e~abltsh Ions-tznn ~ds in ~ warn. quality
ia the $~ar~ Moni¢~ Dr~a~� B~in

b. Test and line,rate ¯ selected storm ~ model into the Ja~uazy I~, l~g-5
monimnn~ program to refine annual cstima~s or" polknant
IoMs to Saa~ Monica Bay

�. Implement m3e(ed monkorins to identify sources or" sp~ific JsauL~/ I~. 1
toxic poilutzms m s,orm win=. and urban runoff" in th,
Monica Bay DrsU~e Basra

ot specific BMPs in ~� Ssnta Monica Bay [)rsm~¢ Bss~

�. lmplemenz � mouimr~Z program to idmti~ Ioca~ons of January 1~.
illegal pr-acnccs, and to ¢iimiaa,~ pollutant sourczs in rise
Ssnts Monica Bay 1~� Basin

f. Develop a~d b~plem~t a pmFam to ¢valu~t~ storm ~ Janu,~ry I-5, 199.5
Lmpsc~s on sei~d receivm~ wa~ includin~� �ondu¢l~|
lox.~ci~ s~dies m the Saata Monica Bay Draina�e Bl~in
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C~SE ~ DESIST 0~ NO.

Subm~ ~ ~ moa~ pm~ for Ph~ II
~�lud~ ~1 pm~ el~m wi~ ~el~ for

2. Submk money ~m of ~m~s on ~ ~ve

I~.

R0032882



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WOR~,I I,     ,’, ,~.
~SOUTH FREMONTAVENUE         ~ ~ "

ALHA~iBRA, CALIFORNIA 91~13}1

THOMAB A. TIDEMAN~N. ~ Telephone: (|1|) 45~$1~ ’ ’ ADDRE~ ALL ~RRESPONDENCE

ALHAMBRA, ~ALIFORNIA

July 26, 1994 WH-3

California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Mr. Pumford:

MUNICIPAL STORMWATER PERMIT
PREPARATION OF REPORT OF WASTE DISCHARGE (ROWD)

The Municipal Stormwater Permit requires the submittal of an ROWD
by December 18, 1994. This report is to include a summary of the
results of the monitoring program as required by Task 5.2.1 of the
Permit, an assessment of Permittee progress in implementing Best
Management Practices (BMPs), and an evaluation of their
effectiveness, as required by Tasks 5.2.1, 5.2.2, and 5.2.3, of the
Permit. BMPs are to be evaluated on a Countywide basis. As you
discussed with Gary Hildebrand and Frank Kuo, of my staff, on
May 25, 1994, the ROWD will include the following to comply with
the above-mentioned Permit Tasks.

i. Summary of the monitoring data collected through our existing
Surface Water Quality Monitoring Program. Included will be an
evaluation of trends and its relationship to BMP
effectiveness;

2. A matrix which lists the varioul BMPs attributable to each Co-
Permittee. Symbols will be used to illustrate the level of
activity (in progress, proposed, etc.) of these BMPs;

3~ Written descriptions of the BMPs involved in each Co-
Permlttee’s stormwater management program and the level of
implementation;

Analysis of the level of activities of the 13 recommended BMPs
and, based on information available, a discussion of
their effectiveness. Other BMPs beyond the 13 recommended
will also be discussed, based on information provided by the
Co-Permittees; and
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Mr. Mark Pumford
July 26, 1994
Page 2

5. As a conclusion, a summary of the commonly used BMPs by all
Permittees.

Task 5.2.5, which requires an evaluatlon of the need for additional
BMPs, and Task 5.2.6, which requests submittal of proposed new
programs for the next Permit, will be brought before the Executive
Committee.     Based on the Committee’s direction and input,
recommendations for these two tasks will be provided for your
review and approval.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of this office, at (818) 458-5948, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Acting Director of Public Works

Assistant Deputy Director
Wash~._~anagement Division

FK:Ii
LETTERS\SMBRP.LTR
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ST~,~E Of CA’LIFORNIA--ENV1ROC,.IMEN’TAI. PROTECTION A~N~ PETE

~ALIFORNIA R[GIONAL WATER QUALI~ CONTROL BOARD
~LOS ANGELES REGION

101 CENTRE ~ ~1~
M~TER~ PAR[. ~ 911~21~
(213) 2~7~

July 20, 1994

Mr. Harry W. Stone, Acting Director of Public Works
Mr. Brian T. Sasaki, Assistant Deputy Director
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
900 South Fremont Avenue
Alh~ra, CA 91803-1331

SECTION 401 WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION WAIVER - MALIBU CREEK
MONITORING STATION PROJECT, MALIBU CREEK, CITY’ OF MALIBU, LOS
ANGELES COUNTY

We have reviewed your request for water quality certification for
the proposed project requiring U.S. Army Corps of Engineer
Nationwide Permit Number 5 for scientific measurement devices. The
proposed project would involve the installation of two 1-inch
conduits within an existing concrete stabilizer located in Malibu
Creek. A trench would be dug from the existing gaging station
stilling well to approximately four feet into the low flow stream.
After the conduits are in place, the trench would be backfilled
with concrete to match the existing invert of the concrete
stabilizer.

Diversion of the low flow stream would be required to place the
conduits. Diversion would be performed by the methods outlined in
conditions 7 through 10 contained in the California Department of
Fish and Game Streambed Alteration Agreement. These conditions
indicate that a low-silt material (e.g., sandbags) berm would be
constructed in the downstream portion of the creek and construction
of the berm would continue in an upstream direction. Only after
the diversion berm is constructed would the stream be diverted.
After completion of the proposed project, the diversion berm would
be removed.

Our review of the project status summary indicates that all work
would be performed within the area of the existing concrete
stabilizer. There is no riparian or wetland habitat located in the
project site. Our review has indicated that the proposed project
would have no significant adverse impacts to water quality or
beneficial uses. Therefore, we have decided to waive Water Quality
Certification. Any changes to the proposed project would require
reapplication to this Regional Board.

We have no objection to the proposed project provided that you
implement the mitigation measures in the California Department of
F~sh and Game Streambed Alteration Agreement (no. 5-280-94). Our
letter will serve as a waiver of Section 401 Water Quality
Certification for the Malibu Creek Monitoring Station project,
Malibu Creek, City of Malibu, Los Angeles County.
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Mr. Harry W. Stone, Mr. Brian T. Sasaki Page 2
Malibu Creek Monitoring Station Project

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, please call
Morag Logan at (213) 266-7644 or Lauma Jurkevics at (213) 266-7609.

J’.M~ICHAEL LY0~S

/
Chief, Surveillance Unit

cc: Mr. Aaron Allen, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Los Angeles)

© U
n

n
L/

R0032886



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF-PUBLIC WORKS

~ SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA

THOMAS A. TID£MAN~N. ~                         T¢~p~: (111) 4~51~                       ADDRESS ALL CORRES~NDENCE

P.O,~X
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA

July 19, 1994

Executive Officer                                              -..
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region                         ~.~ ~
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli:

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)
PERMIT NO. CA0061654 (CI6948) - FOURTH YEAR ANNUAL REPORT

The Annual Report and attachments were submitted to your office on
July i, 1994.    All Co-Permlttee submittals were incorporated,
including several received after our packaging deadline.    The
various charts that highlight the Permit compliance submittals and
the other attachments were bound to facilitate the review process
by your staff.

Please note that the information included in the cover letter of
the Report is only a partial summary of submittals and does not
include information on all the submittals provided by all
Co-Permittees. When reviewing our Annual Report, please utilize
the charts and other attachments, which contain all the information
submitted by the Co-Permittees.

If any clarification is needed, please contact Mr. Gary Hildebrand
at (818) 458-5948, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMANSON
Director of Publlc Works

/~DAVE YAMAHARAAssistant Deputy Director
Waste Management Division

FK:II
RWQCB3.LTR
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALI~ CONTROL BOARD
"~.OS ANGELES REGION

(213) 2~7~
FAX: (213) 2~7~

May 4, 1994

Mr. David Yamahara, Assistant Deputy Director
Department of Public Works
County of Los Angeles                                                                         -’~ -’~
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY (NPDES No.
CA0061654, CI File No. 6948)

Regional Board staff has reviewed your letter of March 16, 1994, which includes information on
required Best Management Practices and the Monitoring Workplan in response to our December
21, 1993, letter. This letter is a response to you~ staiTs comments.

Baseline Best Management Practices

1. Your letter stated that your existing County codes are said to satisfy 40 Code of Federal
Regulations §122.26(d)(2)(i), and the Municipal Permit requirements. State Water
Resources Control Board Counsel is currently reviewing your existing C~tes for
adequacy. Any comments from th~s review will be forwarded to the County for your
information.

2. Our letter of December 21, 1993, requested the County furnish to Regional Board shaft
"a listing of all industries that should be covered by the General Industrial Storm Water
Permit, a listing of those industries that are under an inspection program, and the status
of your investigation of illegal dischargers or illicit connections. The list of industries
should include: name of company; site address; name of contact person with telephone
number; identify Standard Industrial Classification Code(s) and!or the County’s own
identification system for industries; and any other information which the County decides
is beneficial. On December 1, 1993, Board staff presented your staff with a computer
disk containing all of the Notice of Intent fliers for storm water discharges from industrial
sites in the County of Los Angeles as of November 1993." This information is requested
pursuant to §13267 of the California Water Code and must be submitted to this Board no
later than June 15, 1994.

Monitoring Workplan

¯ -- 1. In our December 21, 1993, letter, our staff requested that your stormwater program
modeling be Arc/Info compatible. AdditionalLy, the letter said that the geographic



Mr David Yamahara
May 4, 1994
Page 2

information system which the County develops must include other information including:

2.1.1 Water quality data and flow data from 1980 to the present to facilitate
identification of sources of pollutants present in discharges from the
prioritized drainage basin. "Drainage areas" in the drainage basin are to
be reported and the "drainage areas" associated with each drainage basin
clearly identified;

2.1.3 Additional information of a qualitative nature that would contribute to
isolating and identifying sources of problems. Such information should
include but not be limited to visual observations of factors exacerbating
stormwater contamination, principal land use classifications and Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) categories of facilities in "drainage areas",
and a description of soils, dumps, landfills, waste disposal sites and
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) facilities associated
with each area; and

2.1.4 ...an estimate of the area of impervious surfaces (including paved areas and
building roofs) within each "drainage area".

The County response to this requirement however, was to state that the above three
requirements have already been submitted to the Board. This task however, requires that
the above information be incorporated into your geographic information system and is
requested pursuant to §13267 of the Califomia Water Code and must be submitted to this
Board no later than July 14, 1994.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or any permit requirements, please do not hesitate
to call me at (213) 266-7510, or have your staff call Mark Pumford at (213) 266-7596 or Carlos
Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer

cc: Jorge Lern, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board
Bruce Fujimoto, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control Board
Bill Pierce, Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch, United States Environmental

Protection Agency, Region IX
Gary Hildebrand, Waste Management Division, County of Los Angeles, Department

¯ ~                    of Public Works
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~ ~X] SOUTH FREMONT AVENUF

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91103-1331
THOMAI k. TIDI~MAN~ON, ~                                Telepho~: (111] ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE

Ap=11 21, 1994 ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA

Executive Officer
Callfornla Reglonal Wa~er Qual~y

i01 Centre Plaza DrLve = --
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlrell~:

NATIONAL PO~A~ DISC~RGE ELIMINATION SYS~M PE~I~qPE~T}.~
NO. CA0061654 (CI6948) - ~UARTERLY 9R~RESS REPORT     ~ .....

The following report is submitted in compliance with th~above-
captioned Pe~l~, which was issued to Los A~geles County, o~
June 18, 1990. This report provides a su~a~ on ~he status of
specific Pe~It tasks perfo~ed during the third ~arter
(Janua~ 1, ~994~ ~h~ou~h ~a~ch 3~, 19~4) of ehe fou~eh ye~ of ~he

The p=fma~ ~aaka fo~ ~hase I, fn ~he fourth yea~ of ~he Pe~f~
~o con~fnue eo fmptemene Pe=mt~ compliance acetvf~tes and eo =epo~
on p~oq=ess. The Los ~n~eles Couney Depa=~men~ of ~ub~fc Wo~k~
(~CDPW) conetnuea ~o o~qanfze and char= ~he monthly Co-~e~f~eee
mee~fn~a ~o coo=dfna~e ~e~f~ compI~ance. Enclosed fs ~ ch~
~u~a~fzlng ~he ~endance ~eco~d of ~he Co-~e~f~ee~
(A~ac~en~ ~). Du~ ~o ~h8 earthquake on ~nu~ ~?~ ~he ~on~hI~
mee~fn~s fo~ Janua~ and Feb~u~ were c~nceled.

complfance e~a~us of e~ch Co-~e~f~e8 fo~ fou~h-ye~
(A~ac~en~ B).

wfahfn~ ~o p~ovfde fnfo~fon onPhase

done ~o (~eac~en~ C).

MonLtor~nq proqr~

The ~CDPW has revlsed the Sto~water/Urban Runoff Monitoring
Program based on reco~endatlons In your June 17, 1993 report, and
subsequen~ meetings with your staff. The refined program was
submlt~ed ~o you in August. Our plan was approved by your agency
on Dece~er 21, 1993.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
Apri1 21, 1994
Page 2

As a result of the earthquake, the LACDPW staff involved in
installing the monitoring stations were reassigned to our
earthquake recovery efforts. By early March, staff was again
available to resume work on monitoring site installatlon.

Channel modifications have been completed at the first two
automated flxed-slte monitoring stations in Ballona and Mallbu
Creeks. The remaining sampllng equipment neoded for these stations
was not recelved untll March, due to earthquake damage suffered by
one of our equipment suppllers. The installation of sampllng
equipment for the Ballona Creek site was completed in March 1994.
We anticipate installing the sampling equipment at the Mallbu Creek
site by the end of April 1994. Construction permits have been
executed by the Malibu West Swimming Club (Homeowners Association)
for the Trancas Canyon monitoring station and the Rand Corporation
for the Pico-Kenter Drain monitoring station.

The LACDPW is negotiating to secure the rlght-of-way needed for the
Herondo Drain station (Project 1105) and obtaining the necessary
city approvals.

The LACDPW has also secured approval from the City of Palos Verdes
Estates to construct the sampling station at the outlet to Storm
Drain Bond Issue Project No. 558. Design work for the station at
the Manhattan Beach Drain (Project 5601) is underway.

As indicated in our January 13, 1994 Quarterly Report, we have
selected the U. S. Envlronmental Protection Agency (EPA) Stormwater
Management Model for use in our water quality modeling efforts. We
have selected the Kenter Canyon Drain Watershed for modellng in the
SMBDB. This 6.4 square mile watershed is typical of the urbanized
areas in the SMBDB. It is comprised of multlple land uses, has
well-defined boundaries, and has no upstream flow regulatlon.

Other Acttvl~e~

The LACDPW is continuing to stencil its catch basins. To date,
over 4,300 County catch basins have been stencilled In various
localities throughout Phase I. All catch basins in the County
unincorporated areas in Phase I have been completed. Enclosed is
a chart (Attachment D) summarizing the stencilllng of the LACDPW
catch basins for Phase I.

The LACDPW has completed its "Field Connection Inventory Procedure
Manual - For Illegal Connections and Illicit Discharges." This
document formalizes the storm drain field inspection program for
County storm drains and has been reviewed by the Ballona Creek
Cleanup Task Force Subcommittee. A pilot program will be conducted
in May 1994 to field test the procedures.    The inspection
procedures will include testing the practicality of a portable
water quality analyzer.
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The LACDPW is providing input into the drainage and grading plans
of a proposed residential development in Ladera Heights which is
considering Incorporating structural BMPs into its drainage
concept. As a test case, the project may Include a slulce gate in
a manhole to divert nuisance and low flows to a privately
maintained oil/water separator. If the developer proceeds with the
project, we may be able to evaluate the effectiveness of the
concept for posslble future Implementatlon on other land
developmentproJects.

At the request of the Natural Resources Defense Council, the LACDPW
investigated the water quallty of Oxford Basin (Duck Pond) in
Marina del Ray. The area was sampled a total of four times. The
water quallty data was submitted to their office. Bacterlal levels
were below detection llmits on the final two rounds of sampling for
fecal streptococcus and fecal enterococcus.

LACDPW field personnel have observed a continuous discharge
occurring from the subdraln system in Ballona Creek, in the
vicinity of Washington Boulevard. Samples taken from the discharge
found very high bacteria counts which suggested the source of the
discharge was sanitary sewage. The LACDPW, in conjunction with the
City of Los Angeles, conducted a thorough investigation to locate
the source of the discharge. On February 18, 1994, the Ci~y of
Los Angeles confirmed that the discharge was from their sewer
system. Efforts focused on an elght-lnch sewer lateral running
parallel to the east side of Ballona Creek channel and the Burdock
Siphon. A blockage was removed from this lateral. Since removal
of the blockage, flows from the subdraln system have been clear,
with bacteria counts returning to background levels. Sampling of
two Local Oversight Program (LOP) observation wells at La Cienega
and Washington Boulevards was done on February 24, 1994, through
our coordination with Brown & Caldwe11 Engineers and the City of
Los Angeles. Concurrently, the City sampled the vents along the
banks of the Creek at the vicinity of Ballona Creek and Washington
B~ulevard. We will keep you Informed as to the progress of our
investigation.

The LACDPW staff continue to actively participate in the
Santa Monlca Bay Restoration Project, the Mallbu Creek Watershed
Plan program, and the Sub-Commlttees of the Ballona Creek Cleanup
Task Force.

PHASE II SECOND-YEAR ACTIVITIES
UDDer Los Anqeles River and UDDer San Gabriel River Dralna~e Basin-

The second-year tasks for Phase II, as required by the Permit, are
underway. This includes addltlonal storm drain mapping and data
collection, development of additional BMPs, as well as
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implementation of Early Action BMPs and development of legal
authority. Since not every Co-Permittee submitted all required
information, status charts summarizing the Permit submittal
compliance status for second-year activities (Attachment E) and for
first-year activities (Attachment F) for each Co-Permittee are
included.

During this period, the LACDPW organized and chaired Co-Permlttee
meetings to coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart
reflecting the attendance record of the Co-Permlttees
(Attachment G).

As required by flrst-year Permit Tasks, the LACDPW has completed
subdividing the Phase II drainage basins into smaller drainage
areas and is currently preparing the final maps for submlttal to
you. We are also currently developing the associated reports which
define land use, soils, and industries by two-diglt Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) Code category. Due to the vast
size of Phase II drainage basins (approximately I,Ii0 square
miles), and due to a number of technical dlfflcultles encountered
in developing the software routines to perform the drainage area
characterization work, completion of this task is taking longer
than orlglnally estimated. We now anticipate completlng this work
by June 30, 1994. We had previously estimated the completlon of
this work by December 30, 1993.

As stated under Phase I, the monitoring program for Phase I has
been approved by your agency.    With the exception of site
locations, we will be proposing a similar program for Phases II and
III. Because of this, we have elected to submit a monitoring
program to you for Phases II and III combined. The first phase of
site selection, the location of mass emission monitoring sites
within the Los Angeles and San Gabriel River Drainage Basins, has
begun. The second phase will involve locating individual land use
sites in the Los Angeles and San Gabriel River Drainage Basins and
also locating sites in the Santa Clara River Drainage Basin. We
are targeting completion of the first phase by Aprll 30, 1994, and
the second phase by August 30, 1994.    In preparation for the
establishment of the next phase of monitoring stations, we have
received bids on the purchase of the sampllng equipment for
15 additional stations. The award of the bid is currently being
flnallzed.

The LACDPW is continuing to stencil its catch basins. To date,
over 2,400 County catch basins have been stencilled in various
localities throughout Phase II. Enclosed is a chart (Attachment H)
summarizing the stencilling of the LACDPW catch basins for
Phase II.
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We are nearing completion of posting the "No Dumping" signs at key
locations adjacent to flood control channels (bike paths and local
parks). To date, 210 signs have been installed and an additional
50 signs, ordered February 15, 1994, will be placed at newly
researched sites.

As part of our ongoing efforts in working with the Santa Anita
Racetrack to resolve water quality concerns regarding its dry
weather discharges, the Racetrack has proposed redirecting its dry
weather discharge to the sanitary sewer. A meeting was held on
January 5, 1994, between the Racetrack, the County Sanitation
Districts of Los Angeles County (CSD), and the LACDPW to discuss
the sewer connection fees. A new consultant representing the
Racetrack, RVC Associates, was hired. The CSD has approved the
proposal and set up a payment schedule which is being reviewed by
the Racetrack’s attorney.    Once approved, the project will
commence.

We are also investigating discharges to storm drains from Hollywood
Park and Falrplex Park. We will be meeting with Hollywood Park
officials in Aprll to discuss their runoff management practices.
We are currently researching the extent of the storm drain system
in Falrplex Park.

The LACDPW conducted a stormwater management presentation at the
March 16, 1994 San Gabrlel Valley City Managers’ Association
meeting.

PHASE III FIRST-YEAR ACTIVITIES (Lower Los Angeles River, Lower
San Gabriel River, and Santa ~larlta Valley Dralnaqe Basins)

Phase are underway with their first-year activities ofIII cities
submitting hydrologic/water quality data, identification of drains,
existing BMPs, identification of waste dlsposal facilltles and
industries by SIC Code category, proposed early action BMPs, and
the required legal authority for regulatlon required by the
program. Enclosed is a chart (Attachment I) summarizing the Permit
submlttal compliance status of each Co-Permlttee.

The LACDPW organizes and chairs the monthly Co-Permlttee meetings
to coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing
the attendance record of the Co-Permlttees (Attachment J).

The LACDPW has begun stencilling of catch basins in Phase III
areas.    To date, over 2,050 County catch basins have been
stencilled in various County unincorporated areas in Phase III.
Enclosed is a chart (Attachment K) summarizing the stencilling of
the LACDPW catch basins for Phase III.
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GENERAL NON-PHASE SPECIFIC ACTIVITIE~

The 24-hour Hotllne Number (I-800-303-0003), for illegal discharges
and dumping into storm drains is in effect. We have obtained
100 percent compliance for ali Co-Permittees in submitting city
contact numbers. Enclosed is a chart (Attachment L) llsting the
contact numbers. A program has been establlshed for tracking
hotline complalnts. Heal the Bay has assisted the LACDPW by
featuring an article on the HotLine number in their January
Newsletter (Attachment M). The LACDPW is investigating other
means to increase exposure of the Hotline number. A follow-up
warning letter is being flnallzed which will be used as an
educatlon/enforcement tool for minor dumping violations.

We have begun distribution of the following brochures:
"Stormwater/Urban Runoff Quality Management Program," "The Ocean
Begins At Your Front Door - Non-polnt Source Pollution," and
"Household Hazardous Waste" (HHW).    The latter two are being
provided to various governmental offices and were handed out at the
Eco Fair (Arboretum, Arcadia) and KinderVlslon (Sports Arena,
Los Angeles) events.    The HHW booklet, which highlights the
importance of protecting streams, rivers, and ocean waters from HHW
pollution, is handed out at each Countywide HHW Roundup to every
participant (approximately 8,000 so far this calendar year).

The LACDPW remains active in the American Public Works
Associatlon/State Water Resources Control Board (APWA/SWRCB)
Stormwater Quallty Task Force. It also continues to participate in
the APWA Water Resources Committee and is assisting in organizing
another workshop in October 1994 on Watershed Management.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Mr. Gary Hildebrand, of this office, at (818) 458-5948, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5~30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
A~Ing Director of Public Works

Assistant Deputy Director
Waste’Management Division

GG:gg
LETTERS\FYR3ND94

Eric.

cc: All Co-Permlttees

R0032895







MalibuCity of V
0

March 23, 1994 L
Mr. Rod Kubamoto
Waste Management Division

P.o.L°s Angeles County Department of Public WorkSBox 1460
11

AIh3mbra, CA 91802-1460 ....... ~,..;~
¯ . . ,’~. ! "~’ iw

Subject:    Third Quarter Compliance Report
Phase I Activities .... .-.

Dear Rod: :-:.:;: :::;.xz ..

In accordance with our NPDES permit year four schedule, we are providing you an                r’~
update on the City’s third quarter activities. The activities indicated herein have
occurred since our second quarter compliance letter of December 17, 1993. It’s our
understanding that this update will be included with your third quarter compliance
submittal to the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

The following activities constitute our compliance efforts regarding the NPDES permit.
The specific timing and focus of our efforts, as reported last quarter, have been r~
altered in response to the Malibu-Topanga brush fire of November 1993. Our third Uquarter activities have included:

¯ Assess Fire Damage - City staff has been occupied with the brush fire recovery
effort. Nearly all of the eastern eight miles of the City were charred by the fire.
Approximately 270 homes were lost.

¯ Mud Slide Containment - the extensive loss of vegetation in the canyons in and
above the City has caused a much higher than normal mud slides potential.
City staff has coordinated with the Soil Conservation Service, County of Los H
Angeles, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to attenuate Uthe impacts of the mud slides that have and will potentially occur.
Containment measures include a debris basin in Carbon Canyon, as well as jr~
new, interim storm drain measures throughout the brush fire area.
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., ~ City of Malibu

ILLICIT STORMWATEfl DISCHARGE REPORTING FORM

City Representative
Date and Time: Weather Conditions

Location:

11!
Observation (physical al~pearance, cblor, tLirbidiW; smell, oth~r)i ........ ’ ’

Sample Taken (Y) (N), describe: "

Property Owner/Violator Contacts:

Action Taken:

Follow-up:

Cooies to:

Patrick Dobbins, Deputy City Engineer
John P, Pavsek, NPDES Coordinator

06259FJO12
FMA7OO.MEM
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Phase I Ag~encies

PERMITTEE MEETING ATTENDANCE
Number of Meetings to Date: 20 (April 21, 1992 to March 15, 1994)

~ 20 --

.~

18 ~" ’"



Ph.as._e I Cities
g.~’" e I;u I, ~:~le       A t,~.~ra I hlh I|¢vnl~ Ihlk      (7alab~a~       Cahrans     CuIv~ CI1~�     El Se~undo I I¢I mma I)e.’~ch     In~l~    ~ An~¢~         Mali~m Manh~t an ilea~

Jul~J ~ 1 1 1 I 1 1 1
A~q 18~ 992 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Novr n~l>e r J ~,)992 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
J~u~9~ 993 1 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 1

[:y bn~ 16~_~993 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

June 15 1093 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
JUIU ~0’~ ~9~- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
&2q:~93 __ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Seplembet 21, 1993 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

November 16, 1993 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
March 15. 1994 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Ti3TAI’, | 16 16 ]6 8 20 18 13 16 21 14 12

~x¢-ellu,., l-).!le I’,sh~ VedesFsOtanchoPal~Vdtedondolleach Roll~llills Rollh~lliUs I~t SanlaM~ica lhomandOakz T~rance W~I Iloll~W6tl~eVIIla~ Vt~uraCo.

Novermber 17~ 1992 1 1 1 1

TOTAL



-’SENT i~Y:W~LLDAN VENTURA ; 3-23-~4 ; 2:44PN ;    WILLDAN ~;.NTURA~ g1~1845e4~$2;I

V
0
L

RECEIV D
MAR ~ 3199z

~DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC VORKS       .~-
WASTE MANAGEMENT Ol rlSlON

WA~R QU~I~ SEC1 ON            -

p~e~ ~
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qECEIVED
MAR 2 3 1994

WASTE MAPVAGEMENT DIVISION ’--
WATER QU~l~ SECTION "

ROO32903

!



RECEIVED
M~R :2 3 1994

DEPART~/E,~,IT O~ PUBLIC WORKS
WASTE MA~IAGEMENT DIVISION

WATER QUALITY SECTION
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YEAR 4 NPDES PERMIT ACTIVITIES Page ! of t
PHASE I CO-PERMITTEES

ae o/: March 31, 1994

June 25. 1994 /~nual Progress Roport in Implementing
Eady AclJon & Additional BMP$

Annual Pn:~jress Repod in Conlrolling
Pollutant~ from Conslruction Site,=

Annual Progress Repot1 in Detecting &
Eliminating IllegaJ Discharge/Disposal

Practices

Deadlines Ac~vities Palos Rancho Radondo Rolling I Rolling Hills Santa Tonance West Westlake Ventura
Ven:fe$ Palos Beech Hills Estates Monlca Hollywood Village County
Espies Vemdes

Jun 25, 1994 Annual Progress Report in Implementing
Eady Action & Additional BMPs

Annual Prngres~ Repod in Controlling
Pollutants from Construction Sites

Annual Progress Report in Detecting &
Eliminating Ilegd DischaR/e/Dispoeal

Pmclice=

JLS~-~S~N~,~S~.’�~ * not required by Permit





.STENCILINC-L.A. COUNTY DP",q CATCH BASINS
Santa Moniea Bay Drainage Basin (Phase 1)

03/31/94

...forA~.~cyl lf BASlNSt!Acctp~ablel
Conda,on

~ Copmd ro Oo S~rv. Date BtmnI Date End 7oral Per Basin

~~ 504 J Yes i 12" rcsit~cnlT 2.3" c~m~ (r:w?2,/93 09/30,x93 10,,94,,9’3 10/O8Er3 ~269.58 $4.50

Hilts [[ 836 I Ye.%;NO }different fish/cttltto C | 1/18~93 NA NA NA NA NA

alat:~sa~: 61111 Yes Inone 08:Z3,93 09/16,93 09/21.,93 09/30..93 .$4293.46 $7.03

air rans’.-’ 0 ! NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ulver City 521 i Yes/No nonc/citywill doall Yes NA NA NA NA NA

135 No NA NA NA NA NA NA T
ermosaSegunde’Be.aela 232 Yes dillerent Szg &¢otor

.~glewood~ 318

.os Angeles~ 72..48 ett)’ to do all ~.lX

,taltbu 265 Yes none Yes 10KITD3 10/12~3 10/18/93 ~2272~(1

,tanhattan Beach 159 $01X)

’alos Verdes Estates~ 9’; NA completed Oy ¢it], NA NA NA NA NA NA

~nc,o Palos VetOes.’ 468 Yes ,23" Yes Yes 0~,26F33 09115F)3 $2p40.50 .$628

~,eoondo Bea,’~~ 320 Yes 75% complcte byc.y, 11~.olltnlz Hills.’ 28 Yes none Yes Yes 08[26..93 09/15/93 S175.~3

~,olling. Hills Estates~ 88 Yes smaller ST#’ Yes Yes 08/26.,93 09/15,,93 $552.92 2~628

anta Monied 827 "Yes none Yes 10/19~Y3 ! 10/20/93 11/08~3 $5,15933 .$624

i-orranceS 811 Yes wants ~:hedule 11/17/t)3 11/|8~33 11/22/93 12/14~13 ~,086.~t $5DI

eentura Count,v 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA

’,Vest H oll ,w,’ood 294
Westlake Village 239 different wording 08,9-3t93[    NA NA NA NA NA

LOS ANGELES COb’hq~ 710 -
NA .....

$5 A72.18 $7.71

- BaKiwin Hills 303 NA 11/D8~Z~, 11/~S~’3 11/O9~Y3 11/15/93 $1~24624 $4.11

- E! Camino Collel~e 4 NA I NA 11/08,93 11/O8/93 11/09/93 11/15~Y3 $16.46 $4.1~

- Santa btonica Mtns.2
3581

NA Yes Yes Complete $3.603.11 $10.0(

Ve~e.,’an,, Ackmmta r. 21. NA INA 11/D8~3 1 ta38 93 11,99.,93 11/15/93 $86.37 $(1.1 I’-’’ .,al Nurnlxr C.atcn Basins: 14 13 (In Phase I) ---222.9~ "" "

2atch Basins Completed’ (1312 {In Pha.~ I) n

1-oral Ntgnber Catela Basint- 2(19,t7 (’For All Pha,.,,~$} Total Amount Spent: $~,(138.02 (All Pha~s) u
Zat~ Basins C.x:~pteted: 9135 (For All Pha..~) Average Cost P~ Ba.~m $327 (All Pha~s)
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STATUS OF YEAR I ACTIVITIES FOR PHASE III AGENCIES
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Phase III Agencies                          "              ..
MONTHLY PERMITTEE MEETING ATTENDANCE

Nmnber of Meetings to Date: 7 (July 28, 1993 to February 23, 1994)

’ ~ ,i ’~ ~

: ,~ -; ,j t, ,, ,, m







.. ¯ , 24.HO,~I[ta,SPILL RESPONSE TELEPHONI~.JMBERS

AGENCY NUMBER TIME CONTA(~T["

Hills (818) 597-7322 7am-6pm/M-Th Public Works Department
(818) 878-1808 non.business hours Sheriff, Lost Hills Station

Alhambra (818) 570-5168 24 hours Police Department

A~cadia (818) 446-2111 24 hours Police Department

Artes~a (310) 865-6262 8am-5pm/M-F City Hall
(310) 866-9061 non-business Sheriff, Lakewood Station

Avalon (310) 510-0174 24 hours Sheriff Dispatcher

Azusa (818) 334-2943 24 hours Police Department

Baldwin Park (818) 960-19,5 24 hours Police Department

Bell (213) 588-6211 business hours Dam East
(213) 585-1245 non-business hours Police Deparoaent

Bell Gardens (310) 806-7770 7:30am-4pm/M-F Public Works Department
(310) 806-4573 non-business hours Police Department

Bellflower (310) 866-9061 24 hours Sheriff, Lakewood Stadon

Beverly HLUs (310) 281-2701 24 hours Fire Department

~l~radbury (818) 280-8543 8am-Spin County Fire Department
(818) 444-?.585 non-business hours Fire Department Dispatch

(DUMPLNG ON CITY STREETS, GLFFTERS, SIDEWALKS, & DRAINS)
Burbank (818) 953-9622 6:30am-4pm/M-F Public Works Street & Sewer Malnt.

(818) 563-0816 non-busine.ss hours Pager for Ralph Costanzo [1-~.~
mo,,th] or Elvin F~tes [16-31 of
month], Sanitary Sewer/Storm Drain
Maintenance

(818) 842-6692 non-business hours Jim Villasenor, Street & Alley Maint.
(805) 2~2-9020 non-business hours George Reed, Commercial Refuse

Collection
(818) 362-4554 non-business hours Henry Garcia, Residential Refuse

Collection

(DUMPING/DISPOSAL IN CITY PARKS, TI~IL~, OR HILLSlI~g OPEN SPACE)
(818) 953-9575        6:30~-6:3~pm/M-F       Ja~ Bartola. Deputy Dive.or

Service
(818) 953-9576 6:30am-6:30pm/M-F Tim Lorman or Richard Tomliason,

Landscape Supervisors of Park Land-
scape Maintenance

(818) 953-9576 8am-4pm/SS Rouald Palmer, Weekend Sulmr~isor
of Park Services

(SPILLS OF POTENTIALLY FLAMMABLE, TOXIC, OR HAZARDOUS MATEI~IAL)
-~ (818) 953-8772 Burbank Fire Department

(818) 847-8611 Bmbank Fire Department Hazardous
Materials Response Unit

Page 1
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AGENCY NUMBER "UME            CONTACT

C~.asas (818) 878-42~ 8am-5pm]M-F City. Hall
(818) 591-9682 non-business hours City Manager

CALTRANS (213) 897-0383 24 hours Communications Center

Carson (310) 830-7600 business hours City Hall
(310) 830-1123 non-buslness hours Sheriff

Cerritos (310) 860-0311 business hours Mary Anne Wozmiak, Maim.

(310) 860.4018 non-business hours Exchange

Claremont (909) 629-9671 24 hours F’ue Deparunent

Commerce (213) 881-6190 24 hours Fire Department
(213) 887.-I-~0 8am-6pm/M-Th Capt. Jee
(213) 721-4~2 8am-6pm/M-Th Bob Sepulv~da
(213) 722-4805 non-business hours Bob Sepulveda

Eompton (310) 605-5505 8am-5:30pm Public Works
(310) 605-.%00 non-business hours Polica Depmtment

Covima (8!8) 858-4413 24 hours Police Dispatcher
(818) 331-3391 24 hours Police Front D~k

~,~ahy (213) 773-5143 24 hours Nic Mull Cudahy
(213) 264-4!51 24 hours Sheriff

Cu2ver City (310) 202-5817 24 hours F~re Dept. Code En!.(illegal dumping)
(818) 458-3559 7~oS:30pm/M-Th Joe Baio¢~’o, L.A. Co. Dept. of Public

Works (~legal discharges)

iamond Bar (909) 595-2264 24 hours Sheriff, Walnut Station

owney (310) 861-9221 24 hours F~¢ Department

mane (818) 357-7931 "/:30am-6pm/M-Th
(818) 451-~.-078 non-business hours Beeper number
(909) 861-(X>96 non-business hours Bill Ornelas, home number

El Monte (818) 580-2100 24 hours Poli~ Department
(818) 580-21.~0 24 hours Fh-e Department

El Segundo (310) 3Z2-9114 24 hours PoLice Department

Gardena (310) 217-9f68 8am-5pm Public Works Department
(310) 217-9670 non-business hours PoLice E,:partment

Glendale (818) 956-4800 20, hours Fire Department

Glendora (818) 914-8~0 24 hours Police Department

Hawuii~n Gataens     (310) 970.’;080, 24 hours Police Department

Hawthorne (310) 970-7052 24 hours Police D~spatcher

Patze 2



¯"- ’" 24-HOURI~Ii’ILL RESPONSE TELEPHONE N-~BERS "

A~ENCY NUMBER TIME CONTACT

H~m~osa Beach (3!0) 318-0313 24 hours Police Dispatcher

Hidden Hills (213) 890-4317 7am-5:30pm/M-F L.A. Co. Fire Department
(213) 881-2455 non-business hours L.A. Co. Hre Department

Huntington Park (213) 587-5211 24 hours Police Department

Industry (818) 964-1518 business hours Dennis Helling~ L.A. Co. Road Dept.
(818) 458-7174 business hours L~. Co. Sewer Maintenan~
(818) 458-4357 non-business hours L.A. Co. Road Dept. & Sewer Malat.
(818) 333-T211 business hours Jotm Ballas, City Engineer
(818) 333-0336 business hours Brian Ridenour, NPDES Coordktator
(818) 967-6431 non-business hours City of Industry

Inglewood (310) 412-5350 8am-5pm /Mon, LorenzoOartmon, Hazardous Material
Tue, Thu, Fri. Storage, Inspection & Permits

(310) 412-53,10 6am-3pm/M-F Ed Rinehart, Catch Basin Cleastiag
(310) 412-5333 7:30arn-4pm/M-F Richard Kennon, IffPDES Permit Adm.
(310) 412-8770 24 hours Fire Department

Irwindale (818) 963-3601 24 hours Police Departatent

La Cafiada Flintridge (818) 790-8880 7am-6pm La Cafiada Flintridge
(818) 24~-3464 non-business hours Sheriff, Crescenta Valley Station

I~ "tabra Heights (310) 694-6302 8am-Tpm/M City Hall
~ 8am-12pm]T-TH

(310) 694-8~3 non-business hours Cit’/Volunteer Fire Dept.

Lakewood (310) 866-9771 x.2500 7:30am-5:30pm/M-F Public Works
(310) 866-9061 non-business hours Sheriff

La Mirada (310) 943-0131 X250 7arn.Spm/M-F Environmental Services Dept.
(213) 881-2455 non-business hours L.A.County Fire Department

Lancaster (805) 723-6211 7:30am-4:30pm/M.F Operations Number
(805) 540.1579 non-business hours Pager Number

La Puente (818) 855-1500 8am-Spm/M-F City Hall
(909) 861-8355 non-business hours Don Allen

La Verne (909) 596-8741 8am-6pm/M-Th Public Works Department
(909) 596-1913 non-business hours Police Department

Law~adale (310) 970-2160 8am-Spm/M-F Public Works Department
(310) 671-7531 24 hours Sheriff
(310) 679-1131 24 hours L.A.Comaty Fire Department

Lomita (310) 325-7110 8:15am-4:30/M-F Gary Irwin
(310) 539-1661 24 hours SheriSf

~’ Beach (310) 570-2700 7:30am-4:30pm/M.F Pubtic Service Bureau.
SA~4E AS ABOVE non-business hours Fire Department
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AGENCY" ~BER ~ CO~A~

~ ~el~ (213) ~5-61~ 24 hou~ ~ Deponent ~do~ mate~) V
(2~) ~5-71~ 24 hours Stree~ M~tea~ce (non-h~do~

~t-of-~y)
O(2~) ~-~ ~ ho~ S~tation (non-h~do~ ~to sto~

~)

M~u (310) 4~2~ 9~-Spm~-~ Ed B~ ~bfic Wor~ O~
(818) ~1~1 aon-b~ ho~s Sh¢~

(310) M5-~21 ~ non-b~ hours Po~

Ma~ (2~) ~2-~ bus~ ho~s
(2~) ~2-~5 noa-b~ hours Po~

Mo~ (818) 359-3~1 ~2 ~pm~-~ ~en Mead~
(818) 359-1~2 non-b~ ho~ Po~ Dep~

Monte~o (2~) ~.14~ 8~-5pm~-F J~e He~d~e
Pubfic Wor~ Dep~ent

(2~) ~4510 24 ho~ Ch~fie For~ ~T F~e De~
(2~) ~7-~ 24 ho~ Cpt ~e ~ Pofi~ Dept

J_ ~onterey P~k (818) ~-~ 8~-5pm~-F Ciu E~eer
(818) ~-~ non-b~ ho~s Pofi~ De~ Wat~ O~r

No~ (310) ~-~ 8~pm~-F Pubfic Se~ D~ent
(310) ~11 non-b~ ho~ She~

(~ ~Td~ non-b~ ho~ She~

P~os Verd~ ~tat~ (310) 3~211 24 ho~s
(310) 3~0~ 24 ho~ M~k H~ ~bfic Worh

P~o~t (310) ~ 7:~5~m~-~ Pubfic Worh De--eat
(310) ~1 non-b~ ho~s She~, ~e~ St~on

P~de~ (818) ~1 24 horn Pofi~ Dep~

Pi~ ~ra (310) ~9-2421 24 ~ S~

Pomo~ (~) 6~-5333 24 ho~ Ho~e
(~) 6~1 24 ho~ Pubfic Wor~ S~eet/S~t~on
(~) 6~71 8~pm~-~ ~orcement O~
(~) 6~1 8~pm/M-~ Chu~ S~er, B~e Fr~

Glen

~ ~o P~os Verd~ (310) 539-1~1 24 ho~ She~

Redondo Bea~ (310) 3~-M16 24 ho~ F~e Dhpat~er
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AGENCY NUMBER TIME CONTACT

.Rolling Hiais (310) 377-1521 7:30am-Spm City Manager
~ (310) 539-1661 non-business hours Sheriff

Rolling HiLls Estates (310) 3"D-157"/ business hours City Hail
(310) 539-1661 non-business hours Sheriff

Ro~mead (818) 288-6671 7am-6pm/M-Th Engineering Division
(818) 285-7171 non-business hours Sheriff, Temple City Station
(818) 458-HELP non-buslness hours L.A. Co. Sewer Maintenance Div.

San Dimas (909) 394-6240 working hours Department of Public Works
(909) 595-2264 non-working hours Sheriff, Walnut Station

San Fernando (818) 898-1293 ?:30am-5:B0pm/M-Th Public Works Department

(81’8) 898-1267 non-business hours Police Department

San Gabriel (818) 288.5050 24 hours Fife Depm’tment

San M~rino (818) 300-0715 8am-5pm/M-F Jim Salmta
(818) 300-0716 8am-5pm/M-F Jim Salmaa
(818) 300-0720 non-business houri Police Dep~’tment

Sant.t Clarita (805) 294-2520 8am-5pm/M-F Dennis Welch, Street Supv.
(8O5) 255-4953 8am-5pm/M-F Nancy Delange, Assoc. Engineer
(805) 255-4935 8am-Spm/M-F Building ,�, Safety, Inspectors

$ (805) 255-1121 24 hours Sheriff

Santa Fe Springs (310) 944-9713 8am-Spm/lVl-F Fire Department, Santa Fe Springs
(310) 868-1711 24 hours Fh’e Department, Downey Dispatch

Santa Monica (310) 458-8536 business hours (catch basins) Storm Drain Mains.
(310) 826-6712 24 hours (catch basins) Water Plant Oper.
(310) 458-8671 24 hours (illegal dumping) F’tre Dept. Dipatch

Sierra Madre (818) 355-1414 24 hours Police Department

Signal Hill (310) 989-7200 24 hours PoLice Department

South El Monte (818) 285-71’71 24 hours Sheriff

South Gate (213) 563-5400 24 hours Police Department

South Pasadena (818) 799-1121 24 hours Police & Fire Dispatcher

Temple City (818) 285-2171 8am-6pm/M-TH John Hyatt
(818) 285-7171 24 hours Sheriff, Temple City Station

Torrance (310) 618.5641 24 hours Police Department

Vemm-a County (805) 654-5000 24 hours

Page 5
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":" ’" 24-HOL#~* ;P1LL RESPONSE TELEPHONE .~,MBERS

AGENCY NUMBER TIME CONTACT

~non (213) 583-6331 24 hours Fire Dept.

Walnut (909) 598-5241 OR 7:30am-5:30pm/M-TH Jack Istik - OR -
(909) 598-5241 8am to 5pm/FRI only Robert Bronkall
(909) 594-7175 non-bus~e~s hours Answering Service/Emergency

We~t Cov~a (818) 814-8500 24 hours F’ue Department

W~st Hollywood (310) 854-7404 8am-6pm/M-F Environ. Services Div, Code Enforce.
(310) 854-7375 8am-6pm/M-F Public Works Inspector
(310) 855-8850 non-business hours Sheriff, W~t Hollywood Station
(310) 654-5~45 non-business hours L.A. Co. Fire Department

(818) 878-1801 non-busine,s,s hours Sher~

Whhtier (310) 945-8200 8am-5pm/M-F David SchickIing, Whittier
(310) 695-9308 non-bu.slne~s hours Whittier Pumping Plaat II

Page 6
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i
."23 irnpbus -rs on Duty at 1-8 -303-0003

by Suman Shealey

My most vivid images of childhood accumulate, causing potential health You are urged to c£1 the number if
" Va~r’’ beautiful C£1fornia summer days.risks, you see anyone itleg£1y dumping toxic

The one thing that could tear me away One of the biggest contributions to materials such as gasoline, motor oil,

from bike riding and playing ball was Santa Monica Bay pollution is the illegalpaint and even construction waste (re-
Othe faint jingle of the ice cream truck indumping of toxic substances and large ment). When you call, a dispatcher will

the distance. I spent many happy timesvolumes of construction waste into need the location of the dumping, and a

sitting on the curb eating popsicles. I re-storm drains. What constitutes illegal record of what you saw. Heal the Bay

Lmember tossing the popsicle stick into dumping? Almost anything (except also recommends that you phone in the

the "gutter" and running off to join my was:r) :hat is discharged or disposed locations of gas stations a~d restaurants

friends. When I was young that curb into storm drains or catch ba*ins with.that are illegally hosing off their proper-

opening meant something totally differ- out a permit. Individuals, homes and ties. Especially in cases with repeated

ent to me than it does now. I was rfisedmotor homes never have permits. Nei-currences, the dispatcher will for~xt

to believe that "out of sight was out of ther do some businesses, the information to local law enforce-

mind." I thought that my trash would We now have a tool to stop major merit or the Hazardous Waste Unlt to

just go away. violators. L.A. County has put an illegalinvestigate. Next, the District Astor-

It was not until I started my intern- Dumping Hotline into place. Heal the ney’s office will decide Lf there is a ca~

ship at Heal the Bay that I understood Bay’s Storm Drain Task Force has beento prosecute, lff not, we hope the

that the curb opening I used to put my pressuring the county for more than County will send the violators a warn-

trash in was a storm drain. Catch basins2 1/2 yea~s for a hotline for citizens to ing letter. The main goal of the hotline

(or curb openings) ~re the inlets to the report i11eg£ dumping. Spedal thanks gois to pinpoint locations and catch

storm drain system. Ever~hing that to Erica Martin of the County District violators. ~._-.__

goes into a catch basin flows through a Attorney s o~ce, See e O Ne;ll for- It’s sad to see that people still dump

storm drain, and eventually out to sea. merly from the same o~ce, the L.A. their trash into storm drains and then go

©hi’: storm. ,~:ter belongs in storm County Department of Public Works off to play. I want to live with the im-

dr-~i~s. Un!~ke :he sew:r system:, and County Supervisor Ed Edelman andages of blue waters, not images of waste

there is no tr:a~ment process whatse-his entire office. Their support was a slowly floating towards me in the sur~.

~ )-. Toxins, animal waste and trash great help in implementing the hodlne. The hotline is 1-800.303-~0~3.

MF.~L THE IAY NONPROFIT
1~4o FIFTH ~’~tE~’r, sur~ 204 ORGAN~TI~

U.S. POSTAGE PAID
SANTA HONI~ ~LIFO~ ~NTA ~NICA, CA
~0t PE~IT ~2

U
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Apr11 21, 1994

TO: Phase ! Co-Permtttees !L~

FROR: Gary Hildebrand
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works

ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORT

with the attached three (3) forms for your use in your annual reporting to the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region, on
implementation of your Best Management Practices (BMPs):

EVIDENCE OF PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTINg
EARLY ACTION BMPs

RESIDENTIAL, COMMERCIAL, AND INDUSTRIAL SITES

EVIDENCE OF PROGRESS IN IMPLEIIENTINg
EARLY ACTION ggPs

CONSTRUCTION SITES

EVIDENCE OF PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTINg
EARLY ACTION BMPs

ILLEGAL DISCHARGES/ILLICIT DISPOSAL PRACTICES

As a reminder, your completed forms are due to us by June 25, 1994, to insure
inclusion in our Annual Report.

If there are any questions regarding the Permit compliance effort, please feel
free to call me at (8]8) 458-5948.

GH:Ii
WH-3\PI:ANLRPT.PI

Attach.

R0032939



STATUS/SCHEDULE OF IMPLEMENTATION:
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Page __ of __

Co-Permittee                             Name

Date Tltle

0

EVIDENCE OF PROGRESS IN CO:ITROLLING POLLUTANTS IN
J..J

SUP, FACE RU~:OFF FRO:4 CO~STRUCT]ON SITES

r~
u
n
U
n
u

STATUSISCHEDULE OF IMPLENENTATZON:

I
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STATUS/SCHEDULE OF TNPLDIENTATZON:

q
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NATIONAL POLLUTANI DISCHARGE ELININATION SYSTER (NPuES)
PERHIT NO. CAOO61654-C1694B

Notice is hereby given that in compliance with NPDES Permit No. CA0061654-C16948,
a copy of the "Stormwater/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program" is available for
public review, Monday through Thursday, 7:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., at the
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Waste Management Division,
Stormwater Discharge Program Unit located in the Annex Building,
900 South Fremont Avenue, Alhambra, California 91803-133]. A copy is also
available at the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Regional office, at I01 Centre Plaza Drive, Monterey Park, California 91754-2156.
Written comments will be accepted from May 2, 1994, through May 26, 1994. For
adaitional information, please call (818) 458-6972.

The NPDES Permit requires the development of a Stormwater/Urban Runoff Monitoring
Program. The Program includes a listing of constituents and parameters to be
monitored, monitoring locations, sampling methodology, and frequency of sampling
for both wet weather and dry weather flow. Information that influences the
design of the Monitoring Program is also discussed in the document. This
Monitoring Program addresses Phase II and Phase Ill regions of the Permit. The
Permittees to the NPDES Permit in these two Phases are the County of Los Angeles,
the State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), as well as the
Cities of Alhambra, Arcadia, Artesia, Azusa, Baldwin Park, Bell, Bell Gardens,
Bellflower, Bradbury, Burbank, Calabasas, Carson, Cerritos, Claremont, Commerce,
Compton, Covina, Cudahy, Diamond Bar, Downey, Duarte, El Monte, El Segundo,
Gardena, Glendale, Glendora, Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Hidden Hills,
Huntington Park, Industry, Inglewood, Irwindale, La CaBada Flintridge,
La Habra Heights, La Mirada, La Puente, La Verne, Lakewood, Lawndale, Lomita,
Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lynwood, Maywood, Monrovla, Montebello, Monterey Park,
Norwalk, Palos Verdes Estates, Paramount, Pasadena, Pico Rivera, Pomona,
Rancho Palos Verdes, Redondo Beach, Rolling Hills, Rolling Hills Estates,
Rosemead, San Dimas, San Fernando, San Gabriel, San Marino, Santa Clarita,
Santa Fe Springs, Sierra Madre, Signal Hill, South El Monte, South Gate,
South Pasadena, Temple City, Torrance, Vernon, Walnut, West Covina, and Whittier.

Sl no entiende esta noticia o necesita mas Informacion, favor de llamar al numero
(818) 458-6972, de lunes a jueves entre /:OOa.m. y 5:30 p.m.

TS~es.~z
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April 28, 1994

TO:     All Phase II Co-Permlttees

FROM: Frank Kuo
o~Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

EARLY ACTION BMP (EABMP} DOCUMENTS

Enclosed is the EABMP plans from the City of Santa Clarlta (City).
The submlttal from the Cit7 was not Included in the EABMP document
because their submittal was not in the correct format. We were
informed later that the delay in submitting a revised document was
because of the damages to their City Hall during the earthquake.
Because the delay was caused by having to relocate City operations
to temporary quarters, we feel that it would be an undue hardship
if the City is excluded In.the EABMP review process.

We have provided three labels which indicate that the City’s EABMP
submittal is in a separate document. Please put the labels in the
three EABMP documents under the City of Santa Clarita segment and
include the attached City of Santa Clarlta EABMP in your public
review package.

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me
at 1818) 458-6989.

FK:II
PII:BMPSC.DOC

Attach.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

V9~) SOUTH FREMONT ~VENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91~03-1~1

THOMAI A. TIDEMANION, ~ Te~phoae: (Ill) 4J~-~l~)
ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:

OP.O BOX 1,160
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91102-14~0

LMarch 16, 1994 ,~,~v~,s.

Mr. Robert P. Ghirelll
Executlve Offlcer
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
10]. Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Mr. Ghlrelli:

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON YOUR DECEMBER 21,    1993 LETTER

During the past several months, we have been working with your
staff to resolve the issues noted in your letter of December 21,
1993. The following information details our responses to your
concerns.

Baseline Best Manaqement Practice~

I. You state that the criteria for determining the adequacy of a
permittee’s legal authority should be 40 Code of Federal
Regulation (CFR) Part 122.26(d)(2)(i). A comparison of these
provisions with Los Angeles County Code (LACC), Sanitary
Sewers and Industrial Waste, Title 20, Division 2; LACC, Flood
Control District Property and Facilities, Title 20, Division
5, and County Flood Control Act, Section 13-3/4, indicates
that the required legal authority is already provided in the
local Ordinances. Copies of these Codes are enclosed for your
reference.

2. On July i, 1992, we provided you with a map of the
Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin (SMBDB) showing the following:
streets, city boundaries, drainage area boundaries, and
locations of industries by two-digit Standard Industrial
Classification (SIC) Code category. Along with this map, a
report was provided that summarized by drainage area the total
number of industries within each four-digit SIC Code. We
understand that this submittal satisfies our obligation under
Task 2.1.3 of the Stormwater Permit to provide "SIC categories
of facilities in drainage areas."

In addition to the inclusion of stormwater pollution
prevention in our on-golng industrial waste permit inspection
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Mr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
March 16, 1994
Page 2

program, we have requested two additional inspectors in order
to establish an inspection program for non-lndustrlal waste
permitted industries under County Jurisdiction.    However,
recent implementation of a hiring freeze by the County Board
of Supervisors due to a budget shortfall has prevented us from
hiring additional inspectors. At this time, we do not know
when the freeze will be lifted.

Monltorlnq Workpla~

I. As indicated in our January 13, 1994 Quarterly Report, we have
selected the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Stormwater
Management Model for use in our water quality modeling
efforts. We have selected the Kenter Canyon Drain Watershed
for modeling in the SMBDB. This 6.4 square mile watershed is
typical of the urbanized areas in the SMBDB. It is comprised
of multiple land uses, has well defined boundaries, and has no
upstream flow regulation.

Your letter states that we must provide you the data described
in Tasks 2.1.1, 2.1.3, and 2.1.4, for the SMBDB. All the
information required under these tasks had been submitted to
you prior to July i, 1992. Please let us know if you have
questions regarding the submitted material.

2. As you requested, we will perform a comparison of grab vs.
composite samples for the first six sampling events at our
Ballona Creek Monitoring Station.

3. The land use percentages for watersheds tributary to each
monitoring site were calculated as follows: a) the watershed
area was overlayed on a map showing the existing land use,
b) the total area of each land use type in the watershed was
then determined, and finally c) the percentage of each land
use type was calculated as:

Percentage of individ~l l~d uae . to~,l Indlvl~ual l~d use area (s~aze ~lea)
~o~al we~ezsh~azea (aquare~le8)

Each individual land use type is assigned an impervious value.
The overall impervious value for a watershed is calculated as
the weighted average of the individual land use impervious
values:

!mp~.~ ¯ ~ Imp,

Where,
Im~.~ ¯ OVerall oz ~otal impezvioue value for
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Mr. Robert P. Ghirelli |/
March 16, 1994
Page 3

o
Is~, . im~ez~ouB value aaBi~ to

A, o ~o~al ~ea of 1~d use

4. The parameter IMP In the equation shown on page 22 of the
monitoring workplan represents the overall impervious value
for the watershed.

5. For dry weather flow sampling, monitoring sites along storm
drains that generally exhibit continuous dry-weather flow,
such as Ballona Creek and Mallbu Creek, will be routinely
sampled every other month.

For those sites with intermittent flow, the flow amount will
need to be significant enough to allow for samples, to be
collected either by manual methods and/or automatic sampler.
The minimum amount of flow necessary at each site to allow for
a sample to be collected is highly dependent on the size and
cross-sectlon of the storm drain. It will be a trial and
error process to determine how frequently, if at all, dry
weather flow samples can be collected at many of the
monitoring sites. We initially propose to inspect each site
every2 other week, adjusting the frequency for specific sites
based on our findings.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Rod Kubomoto, at
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

HARRY W. STONE
Acting Director of Public Works

AssiStant Deputy Director
Wastes Management Division

GH:Ii
RWQC B 1. LTR

Enc.
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2. 0

..: ..... ...- ¯ .... ]Di’cislon 5
. ..~....’ . .¯ ::: . .

---- lr’LOOD CORTEOI., DISTRICT I:’ROPER’I"L ,-k,ND K~,C’D-I’rIEs

",. ..- Chapters:
¯ - r.: ¯ ... 20.92

"̄’ .... ...~.~-.,-.~20.9,t ’ Channel~
"-~ : "..~ ¯ ’" 20.96 Vehicles on Flood Control I,e~,~es

.. .: ’- ... 20.98 Enc.roackment~ on Creeks and Channels

.,, "..: ’,:.    :" Chapter 20,92

. .~- t, o .
’.." ’:-.. ...... Sections:

¯ ..--. :. ¯ ¯, 20.92.010 Swimming and w’adin& restrictions.
-’ ’ 20.92.020 Eoating restrictions.

" :. L;.’ .... . ~ 20.92.0.30 F’tshin~ r~strictions.
. ;,.~i.. . ’ ..-~. 20.92.0-~0 Camping, picnicking and.parkin~ restrictions ....

20.g2.0~0 Discharging firea .rms or firework~ prohibited --
20.~2.060 Liability limitations.
20.92.070 Violation -- Penalty.:...,

¯ .i .... 20.92.010 Swimming an’d wading res~’,ictions. A pe."son sha!l r, ot swim,

Q’. "" bathe, wade in, er in any other manner enter into the water or’any rese:"voir, debris
bzsin, or s~rea~ing ground~ owned by, or under the control of the Los Angeles
County F’~cd Co,’atro{ Dist,-ic~, e.~cept n those portions ofPudd;.ngs~one Rese.-,’oir
which art ~os~ed [or such use, and then only to the extent of use s~ted in and within
the limits desi*_nzted by such posting, and’then on v during such hours of the day
and days ofthe ye"r as may be es~abltshed and a~proved by the c,’a~erez.~ne "of the
Los Ange!es County Flood Control District and by the director oi" parks and
re,,creation, county oi" Los A.ngeles. (Orc:L 7926 § l, 196l: Oral. 4700 §

: 20.92.020 Boating re’~rrictions. A. A person shall not use any boat, raft or
i:!., :..’ " ¯ ..i other craf~ on any resetwoir, debris b~cin or spreading ground owned by or under

¯ - .... :: the control of the Los Angeles County Flood Control IDist/i¢;, other than P~d-

t " " dings;one P.ese.’-voir and San Gabriet R.eser~’oir, and shall not use any boat, raft or
other craft on the Puddin~tone ~.e~ervoir or San Gabrie| Kese,’-voir, unless:

I. Such boat or other c~ft is registered with the county a~se~sor
requ~,red by law;, and

2. [hSor to placing a boat or other c,"~f’t on P~ddingst°ne P’eserv°ir’ he
sec’.~res a writte.’~ permit from the chief engineer of the Los Angeles County Flood
Control Distric: or from the director, department o f parks and re~eation, county .of
Los Angeles. acting for and on behalf of the District, and said pe.--mit
effect; or 3. Prior to placin~ a boat or other craft on San Gabriel I~.eservoir

when boating is deemed permissible by the chief engineer of the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District, he secures a written permit from said chief
en~neer, and ~aid permit i~ then in effect.

.... ~,,: ¯ "..;:
¯ ’ , .....":’ ’ : ".;. .. . ~ .. - ..! ¯
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20.94.030

- any entry or use in the course ofduty by any p,:ac~ or police o~cer, or by a duly
authodz~ employee of the Los An&tics County ~ Control Dist~ct. (Ord. 5468
~ 2, ~9~ Otd. I~49 ~ I, 192g.)

2~4.040 ~l~cin~ obs~ucfion~ ttfus~ ~nd mnl~min~tin~ subslanc~
~h~nnds prohibitS. A. It is unl~ul ~or any ~non, co~omlion, mu~icioalily~

wi~in ~h~ ~oodpiain o~id dyer, slmam wash or a~oyo i~a flo~y has not
~n adopt~, or within or upon any flo~y or any flood~ontrol channd,
r~oir, d~b~s basin, spr~adin~ ~ound, or any pro~my over ~ch .th~ Los
Angd~s County ~o0d Control District has an ~as~m~nt or ~e~ titl~ thereto ~or
and/o: consolation pu~s~s duly ~ord~d in th~ o~c~ of th~ county r~cord~r,
~ui]d~ or other s~ctur~, or any r~us~, rubbish, tin ~ns or oih~r
~u~r Inat may ~m~~r cha~; ~h~ nodal ~r~c’~~~~ floo~ sm~, ~d other wat~ in such river, stream, wash. anoyo. ~ood~y.

, floodplain, ~ood<ontrol channel r~s~olr, d~bds basin or spr~adin~ ~round. or
"x.~ . that may ~tch or coll~c~ d~bds ~m~d by such wat~. or ~hat may ~

"-., " downstream by such wat~ ~o the damage and detdment o~ither p~vate or publi~
" ~o~nv wit~in~adjac~n~ ~0 said dyer. stream, ~h~ ~~

~oodplain, ~ontrol channel, rese~oir, d~bds basin, or spreading ~roun~ nor
shatl any mat~al, either solid or liquid. ~ plac~d in ~id dyer. s~r~am, ~sh.
a~oyo, flo~way, floodplain. ~o~<ontrol channel, r~s~oir, debds basin, or
s~r~adin~ ~round that wi I d~edomte th~ aualitv o~wa~er flowing or s~ored therein

~rcours~s whic~ wii] ~ covered by ~t~r dudn~ flo~ ~v~n~s. (Ord. E6-~32
1996: Or~ 546g ~ 3. 195g: Oral. IS49 ~ ~ 192Z.)

20.94.050 Bridges and dip crossings permitted when. This chapter d~
prohibk th~ const~ction or maint~nanc~ o~ dip crossings or natural d~inag~
coups on pdvat~ pro~ny i~such dip ~ossings:

A. Do not ~xc~d a bright o~two f~t abov~ th~ adjacrnt upstream natur!!
s~r~am ~d: and

B. ~o not chang~ ~he strum ~ow characteristics ~o th~ d~tdm~nt o~
upstream, downstream or adjacent pro~ni~:; and

C. Ar~ const~cz~d from materials obtained in th~ adjac~n¢ stream
~xc~pt ~or culv~ pi~ and u~haldc conc~t~ or ~nland c~m~nt concrete ~vin~
(Ord..9746 ~ [ (pan), 1969: Or~ [S49~ 6. ~92E.} ~..:: "~

20.94.060 Chapter provisions not exclusive. This chapter do~s not pmhibi¢
anything tither ~xpr~ssly prohibited or ~xpr~ssly ~it~¢d by s~a~ [~w. (Or~
~ ~. 195~ Ord. 1549 ~ 4. 192g.)

20~4.090 Violation ~ ~nal~. Any ~non. E~. co~mtion, munici-
pafity or dist~cL or any o~c~r or agent o~any fi~. co~oration, municip~ity
district violadn~ any o~ th~ provisions o~ ~his chapter s~all ~ ~~
m~ano~/an~~~~all ~ punish~ by a fin~ not

.
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T~ 20

UTILITIES                                                        ¯

DIVISION 2

SANITARY S~
AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE

The provisions codified in this title reflect changes made by all
county ordinances up to and including:

Division 2 - Ordinance 89-0101, passed July 27, 1989
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Olv£slon 2

SANITARY SEWERS AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE

Chapters:
20.20 Definitions
20.24 General Provisions
20.28 Administration, Permlts and Fees
20.32 Sanitary Sewers
20.36    Industrial Waste

Chapter 20.20

DEFINITIONS

Sections:
20.20.010 Definitions applicable to Division 2.
20.20.015 Act.
20.20.020 Bosrd.
20.20.030 Cesspool.
20.20.040 Chief engineer.
20.20.050 Chln~ley.

20.20.070 County engineer.
20.20.080 County health off,car.
20.20.090 Dairy
20.20.095 Director.
20.20.100 Domestic sswsge.
20.20.110 Effluent.
20.20.115 Septic ta~k effluent.
20.20.117 EPA.
20.20.120 Frontage.
20.20.130 House lateral.
20.20.135 Indirect discharge.
20.20.140 Industrial building.
20.20.150 Industrial connectlozt
20.20.155 Industrial user.
20.20.160 Industrial waste.
20.20.170 Industrlal waste treatment facility.
20.20.180 Inspector.
20.20.1%0 Interceptor.
20.20.19~ Interference.
20.20.200 License~ �ontractor.
20.20.210 Lot.
20.20.220 Maln-llne s~wer.
20.20.222 National Categorical Pretreat~nt Standard.
20.20.224 New source.
20.20.225 h’PDES
20.20.226 Off-slte disposal.
20.20.228 On-slte dls~x)sel.
20.20.230 Ordinance.
20.20.235 Pass through.
20.20.240 Permlttae.
20.20.250 Person.
20.20.260 Pollution of underground or surface waters.
20.20.262 Pu~llcly O~ned Treatment Works.
20.20.264 Pretrea~ment.
20.20.270 Public se~er.
20.20.280 Radioactive material.
20.20.290 RalnwateE diversion
20.20.300 Saddle.
20.20.310 Section.
20.20.320 Seepage pit.
20.20.330 Septic tank.

R0032953



20.20. 340 Sewage.
20.20.345 Sewer dlsl~sal.
20.20.350 Sewage dumping plant.
20.20.360 Shall and may.
20.20.361 STEP system.
20.20. 365 Standard Industrial Classification.
20.20. 370 Tapping.
20.20.380 Tee or T.
20.20. 390 Tr~u~k sewer.
20.20. 395 Uncontrolled discharge.
20.20.400 waste disposal fecillty.
20.20.410 water pollut~on control
20.20. 420 ~e or Y.

~20.010 ~fiult~ ~ppl~bk ~ ~ l ~ d~nitio~
~ ~11 ;ov~ ~e ~nst~on o~ ~sion 2 o~TiUe

~1. 19~l)
20.g0.0zs A~. "A~" ~n ~e ?ede~ ~te~ ~o~u~L~

~atrol Act, ~lso ~ as the ~e~ water ~t,
U.S.C. 1251, et seq. (Ord. 89-0101 Sl,

~.0~ ~.’~" m~ ~ ~ o~s,~, o~

~und which ~iv~ ~e di~e o~ a dmi~ ~m. or

~ ~sio~ o~ PlumbinE ~di~ ~ ou[ a~ Ti~e 2E o~is ~ (~

~0.~ ~fengi~.-~i~engin~- m.ns
C~ly ~ni~tion ~stn~ the M uni~ ~ter ~st~ or County Wat~
~ o~ and o~ public ~ni~ ~ge fa~iili~ or ~e County
C~uol ~sm~ or his autho~ eeputy, agent or ~n~fi~
~d to ~11 ~ ~t one stipu~ ~ ~ ~nte=t (~ 9]!9

~ing either from a venial ~ ~ ~ d~ to ~e ~in line or from

~ 195~)

~.~ C~ ~oun~" ~ ~ mun~ o~

20.20.070 ~ty ~.    "~%Y ~g~eec"
Director of ~bllc Works of ~e ~ty of ~s ~gele~, or
au~ortz~ ~e~ty, agent, repres~tatlwe or ~�~or.    (~.
e9-0101 S2, lSe%: Ord. ~1]0 Pa~ 2 S200~, l%S2)

~.~ C~" ~th o~r. ~oun~ h~l~ o~" m~ns ~e ~
of h=l~ ~i~ of ~e county of ~ ~gel~ ~ his autho~ ~.
~U~ ~ ins~or. (~ 61~ ~ 2 ~ 2010. 19S~)

2~31
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¯ 8~rco of ~diroc~ dL~argo. (Ord. 09-0101

~DO.I?O indus~l ~e u~tment
means any ~rks or devil for t~ ~almenL stogie or ~n~ o~

mdust~l ~ste ~thin I site p~or Io dis~i.

~0.~ lns~or. "lns~or" m~ns ~ tu~ho~z~ ins~. d~pu~.

20-32a ~
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20.20..3"/0 Tapping. "Tapping" means the forming ol’a tee or ~ br~nc~~nnec’lion 1o a main.lint sewer by ins~lling a lee or wy.e saddle after I~e se~’l’iS
piac~ (Oral. 6982 § 4 (pan), 1956: Ord. 61:~0 Pan 2 § 2039.h 1952.)

20.20.380 Tee or T. "Tee" or "T" means a fi,,(ing for a b~nch on which
spur joins the banal of the pi~ at an angle el’approximately 90 de~rees. (Ord. 6iX)
~ 2 § 2040, 1952.)                           ¯

:20.20..190 7funk I~.~er. "Trunk se~r" m~,ns | i~,u~r under Lh¢ jurild~-
Lion era public enlity oUler U~an Ule ¢ounly ofLos A ~8eles. (Ord. 61.!0 l=~rl 2 | 2041,
19S2.)

20.20. 395 Uncontro].lld d.~..scharge. °Un¢ontro.1.],~:~ d,tscherge"
mea~s ~ny discharge, intentional or aceLd~tel, o¢,,’urr.l~g ~n
a ma~.ner that the discharger I8 ~.mablo to dot.oz’m~no or ~ogulato
the quantity, quaJ.lty or e£fects o£ tho dtae..hsrge. (Ord. 09o010!
|1,..).989)

20.24.090    Znsl~ct~on tO sscertli/1 cc~1~12e~1�~ - A~"~8
:; required. Acceptance of permit �ondttlolls.

(A)    The Director may inspect, as often as he
necessary, every main-line se~er, sewage p~mplng pl~nto water
pollution control plant, industrial waste pretreat~ent plant
facility, industrial se~er cor~nectton, :Lnterceptor, dairy scre~n-
ch~ber, neutralization basin, waste dtsposal facility, or other
a~llar appurtenances to ascertain ~hether such facilities are
maintained and operated in accordance with the p~ovLs~ons of t.~ls
Division 2. All persons shall pen~tt and provide the Director
wtl~h access to all such facilities at reasonable times.

(B) An applicant, by accepting a permit lss~ed pursuant to
this Division 2 does thereby consent ~nd agree to entry upon
pre~lses described In the pe~t by t:Jle Director st
reasonable tt~es for the purpose of:

20.20. 395 Uncontrolled discharge. ~Uncon~rolled discharge
~s ~ discharge, Intentional o~ accidental, ~r~g ~ ~
a m~er ~ha~ the discha~er Is ~able ~o de~e~e or
~e ~i~y, ~all~y o~ e~fec~s of ~e d~s~arge. (Ord. 8~-0101

20.20.4~ Waste dls~l faulty. "Wasle dis~l facility" m.~ any
dump. ~lid ~ste dis~l sile. t~ns~er s~ho~ ~ni~ kndfill, bnd ~on
p~j~ incin~tor (e~pl hou~hold in~ine~to~ and ~ ~fu~ Io ~ bu~
8 suiuble fu~), or olh~ simihr si~ or h~li~y whi~ is u~ or in~nd~ m
u~ for ~e a~pmn~ for ~ns~er, ~v~e or dis~ of ~bbi~. M~
indus~l ~ste. whe~er liquid or ~I~ (~ 11716 J 6, 1978: ~ 61~ ~ 2 J

~0AI0 Water ~lluflon ~n~l pbnL "~ ~u~on ~n~l
m~ any works or devi~ for ~Ung ~ge e~p~ any i~us~ ~
mere ~ilh~, and cx~p~ any private ~ae dis~l ~t~ ~ve~ ~ ~
~umbing ~e ~t out it Ti~e 2g o~this �~e. (~ 11716 j ~, 1978: ~ 86~ J
(~n~ tg~: ~d. 6t~ ~ 2 ~ 2~1.~

~.20.420 Wye or Y. "W~" or "~ m~ns a fi~ng for a b~nch on whi~
lhe spur~oins the ~J o£~ p~ at an angle o£approximately 4~ d~ (~

20-35
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20.24.040

made to any portion of the o~[inance �~xlified in this Division 2. such ~f~
applies to tll amendmenu and additions thucto now or here¯her ma~ (eel 6110
Part 3 | 3001, 1952.)

2024.050 Time limits -- Exteusleu Im’~ltted when. Any time limit pro-
vialed for in the pmv~sions of this Division 2 may be extended by mutu~
cons~m orboth the ofi’~r or departmcm �on~,~’ned and the po~mine~ or appik~m.
or otl~r penon affected. (OrcL 7519 § 3 (i~rt), 19~9: Oral. 6130 Fin 3 | 3009, 19~2.)

2~).24.06~ Water pollute" coum)l faci]ltles -- Slaudunls. ’Num" pollutiou
control plants and facilities sha]l be desi~med so as to produce ¯n effect which
~o; pollute under~ound o~ surface wa~¢rs, �~me ¯nuisanee, or mcoauee lee poblit

Vale" Quali~ Control Koml:L heath oh",cen and offic~ls ofi~dusl.,’~ and
~ncies. and from time 1o time promulgate nandards which may ~ accord~nj IO
k)�~tion, lOpO~aphy, physical conditions, and o, her pertinent factors. (Ord. 117J6
| 7. 1978: Ord. 8690 § 3 (part). 1964: Ord. 61:)0 Pan 3 | 3005. 1952.)

20 "~4.070 Maintenance of facilities -- App|ksbiHty of’ p~,dsJom. A. The
~uirem~nts contained in Die*¯ion 2 of’this Tide 20 �ove, ng the msintenanc~ 04’
wste~ pollution control panels, smv-a~ pumping plants, indusu~l was~
men¯ plants, dairy r, creen-chambe~ wasle disposal facility inten:eptors, or olb~
tl~unenanc~, shall apDly 1o 811 such facilities now axis;leg or I~e~fi~r �~-
structed. All such facilities shall be main~ned by the ovmen the~ofin t safe and
sanitary condition, and all device5 or safeguards which m r~quired by. this Div~-
¯ ion 2 for the operation of such facilities shall be maintained in gond working ordez

B. This section shall not be construed as permitting the removal or nee-
maintenance of any devic~ or safeguards on axis;leg facilities unles.5 authorized in
writing by. the county engince~ (O~ I i 716 § 9.1978: Oni 8690 § 3 (part). 1964: Ont.
7519 § 3 (part). 1959:. O~ 6130 Part 3 § 3014. 1952.)

I’~.24.080 ~81~teuaaee of te~e~s sad I~’als. All house laterals, indu.su’t81
¢onnecuon te~-~5. ~puc tan~ out~et conne~uon~ u~ 5T~P ~y~tem. and
nantes the~’eu~ ensue8 ts of Jtnua~, 23. 1953. or ¯hemmer constructed, stroll be
mime,ned I~, tee owner of the l~olx’~ 5erred in ¯ safe and san:ra~’y
tnc~ all devices of ~f’enm.,t~ winch t:~ r~utred t~, m;, Div~on 2 for me ol:~’~auon
thereof sh~l be rn~n-,,ned in ~ ,mr~nl o,k-~ For ~epu¢ tani~ �onnecu-~ to ¯
STEP s~tem, the Limit¯ of mamt¢~t.nce r~l~nstbtliry tiT.. 1| the s~ptlC tank and its
outie~ ptpe up Io the point ofconne~ion to the ST~P pumpm!l umt we~ well
rr, tmt,~ned ~ me ov,~ of the pmpen~, ~m, ed: t~) th~ STEP pumptn8 um~.
M|L ~,Ll~{~q~ i~’l~l~ plpl~ ~ mllnlines ~ be saint"ned l~y the
a~’~y esta~ fo~ ~ puqx~. ¯n~ �) the �o~u o~the ete~’mc=J power for the
ST£P pump s~aJl be I~d tW me ownu ot" the proper~y ser,~L (O~L 8~;)6 §

20.24.090    Znspec~loa ~o aecor~:aLn �ompa.~eaco - Acco~8

(A)    The Director may inspect, el of~..on el be deem8
necessary, every main-line sewer, sewage pumping plmlt, ~etez"
pollutioo control plant, industrial waste pretreetment plant o~
facility, industrial sewer connection, interceptor, dairy
chamber, neutraliza~lon basin, waste disposal facility, or
l~.milsr appurtenances to ascertain whe~/%or ~uca fecilltiee are
maintained and operated in accordance with the pro~ision~ of
Dlvlsion 2. All persons shall permlt and provide ~.ho Direct.or
with 8cress to ell such facilities at reasonable t.lm~e.

20-37
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20.24.090

~£s Division 2 ~s ~he~eby �onsen~ ~ agr~ ~o
p~ises descrl~ in the ~I~ ~ ~e DLE~O~
r~sonable t~s for t~ ~se of:

2. P~ac~g ~ ~e pr~ses 4svim for
~a~r~t or

n
U
n
U
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20.24.160

T7
=0.~4.1~0 Vlolstlo~ - i~msZ~:y. Every p~rso~ vlolstl~9 ~y

provision of ~ls Dlvlslon 2 or ~y �ondl~l~ or Z~1~at1~ of ~
~ lssuM ~ thereto ls ~11~y of ml~d~or, ~d u~
�~vlctton Is ~tshable by flne no~ exceedt~ 61,000.00 O~ ~ ~
~pttso~t ~ the "~ty ~11 ~ot a ~tl~ not exce~g 81~ ~

S21, 1989: 0~. ~Sl~ S3 (pe~t), 1~S1: 0~. ~1)0 P8~ 3 S$O~,              -

-
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20.24.170

20.24J?0 Co, rln.ed vlohtlo~. Each day durinE ~,hich In), viol~tiol
described in this Division 2 as ~lful continues shall constitute a s~parat¢ otT¢~
punishable as provided by this division. (Oral. 6130 Part 3 § 300?, 1952.)

20.24.17S    In:}unctlve Relief.     The Director may seek
ln:~unctlve relief for nonc~npliance with any provision of this
Division 2 or the conditions and limitations of any permit
]~rsuant to this Division 2. (Ord. 89-0101 $22,

20.24.1g0 Severabilir).. If’any provision ol’th¢ ordinanct codified in this
Division 2, or the application thertofto any person or circumstance is held invalid.
the remainder of ~’ ordinanct .nd the .pplication of such provisions to oth=rper~ns or circumsmncts shall not be afrecxed thcacby. (Oral 61~0 F~ 3 |

20.2~.190 ~ m STEP ~ s~ma. No IX’f~on shall makrm,
~olto- any ~scharl= ofany matenaJ ms STEP se~r system ~or.luch he or the doeshave a vallcl discharl¢ Ix’rmtt Punuant to Uus Division 2 and m Set,me
20.~6.040. (Orcl. $9-0006 § 6. 1989.)

20.24.200 Motlflcetloa of uncontroll~l d£schergo~

c~(:r)
In the .vent of an uncontro11.d dI$charg..

dis    get or permlttee shall Immediately notify the Director of
the Incident by telephone.    The notification shall lnclt~e
location of discharge, type of material, concentration
volu~e, end corrective actions taken.

the dfscharger or permlttee shall su~tt to the Director
detailed written report describing the cause of the discharge,
corrective action taken and measures to be taken to prevent
future occurrences. Such notification shall not relieve the
discharger or permlttee of liability or fines lncurre4 a~ ¯
result of the uncontrolled discharge. (0rd. 89-0101 §23° 1t$9)

Information and data concerning     ~n~ustrta2 user obtalne~
reports, questionnaires, permit applications, permits, monitoring
programs end Inspections shall be available to the public or
other governmental agency ~lthout restriction unless the user
specifically requests and Is able to demonstrate to the
8atIsfection of the Director that the release of such i~formatI~
~ould divulge information. Processes or methods of productle~
entitled to protection as t~ede secrets of the user. Wasteweter
�onstituents and characteristics ulll not be recognlsed
�onfidential Information. (Oral. $~-0101 $24,

20-39
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20.28.010 PerrniL~ ~ issuanee authorized whco.
20.28.020 ~ ~ Records required ~ Disposition of funds.
20.28.030 ~ ~ E~timllod v~lu.ltiOn ~ur~.
20.28.040 Fees ~ Count), work exempt when.
20.28.050 Fees -- Reimbur~ment authorized when -- Procedures for

a~’ardin8 �ontracu.
20.28.060 Certificate of EnaJ inspection .. issuance conditions.
20.28.070 Refund procedures.
20.28.080 Educational work -- Performance authorized whe~
20.28.090 Joint ac~,ion with other public

20.28.010 Permits -- Issuance ,r, bor-~t~ when. If i, ,PlX~ From the
appli~ion for -nv permit required by this r)ivision .~ thst the work ,-

county engineer, upon ret~ip! of the tees hereinaher required, shall issue such
permiL (Ord. 6982 § $ (parl). 1956: Oral. 6130 Part 4 § 4008.

20.28.020 Fees -- Records reqaired ~ Disposition of funds. The county
engineer shall keep in proper books a permanent and accu~te aceoun| ofall fees
received under this l~vision ~ giving the names and addresses oflhe persons oo
whose accounts the same were paid. the date and amount thereof, and
of permits g~anted, irony, which books shall be o n            thenumber
countyengincershall D=\"al! f~,,~ ,.,...;..-~ ..... pC’ tO public inspection. The

the treasurer’s receipl therefor. (Ord. 6130 Part 4 § 4001. 195~)
............ ..,.~u ~- mm m~o the county treasur), and take

20.7.8.030 Fees ~ Estimated val-ation Procedures. Whenever the fees
required by this Division 2 are based on valuations, the ¢ounly engineer shall
determine the estimated valuation in all cases, and for such
guided byapproved estimating pracuces. (C)rcL 6541 § "~ (part) purposes he shall be
4§4003. 1952.)                       -    ¯ 1954: OrcL 6130 ptr~

20.28.040 Fees -- Co,rely work exempt when. Neither the county of Los
or i. hi. . ci,.

to pay or de~os~t any fee This s~’ctiondoes not apply where a pul~lic ot’fic~- is ac~ing with reference to prTi~a~ assets which
have come u~der hisjunsdicuon by vinu~ of his office. (Oral. ! 1716 § 10. 1978: Ord.
8690 ~ 4 (part). 1964: C~’d. 6130 P~rt 4 § 400Z

20.28.0~0 Fees ~ Reimbursement amborbed when ~ Procedures

~o a subdivider, school distric-,.~     ""’~;’~ment-autnor~zereimburseme=t
d’rec~ Payment order’erred     spec’~ assessment dis~ric~ or Ix’non. either by
san~ta~, sewers for public re~mburs~m~nL/pro portion ofthe cos~ ofconstrucbngus~ where such sewtn can or will be used by. areas outside
of the aria for ~hich the s~wen are

ms,ailed, such authorization action sh~l
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¯ " ¯ D. TI~ coumy en&ine~r shall sabs~, himself’~s �o ~e
" "" l~nd~ch~fundshall~idas~idedby~wfor~e~ento~�~ims¯ ¯ " "" ~inst ~e~um~. (~d. I1716~ II. 197~:~. ]~20~3(~n). 197~. ~6~J4

(~n~ 19~: ~. 6~] t 2 (~n), 19~: ~ 6]~ ~n 4 ~ ~. 19~Z)

~.~ ~u~l~l work -- ~~ amb~ w~. ~e ~unty
eniiu~ ~ ~o~ ~u~tlona] work, a~ ~v ~
uon~ indust~ ~er ~m~ni~ and public age~ whence, in ~e opinion o~
~e ~umy en&in~r, such wor~ and �~Uon is ~n~ial ~o
s~n~ or Pr~u~ which ~il p~v~l ~ion o~ a public
m~ to ~e public h~l~h or ~e~y. or ~limion o~ u~e~u~
~ (~ 6~ ~ 4 ~ 4~. 19J~)

~.~ ~oinl u~n u~th ocher pubi~ uE~. ~ ~un~ ~n~
~n~ ~nfcr" "nd n~o’ia’e wi~ o~�~is of anv public ,~en, ,nd ,~
mend [o ~e ~rd a conl~cl by wh~,~ ,u ...... ¯ _,-~ ~vun[). Ino on~ or mo~ public ~en~
~is ~vision E and any similar s~tme, ordi~n~. ~le or ~u~tion o~such public
agenci~ ~mmon IO all The counl~ en~in~r may enler inlo
other.public a~nci~ ~or [h~ pu~ o~ �om~l o~ indust~i ~le dis~i and
may m conjunction wi[h such agenci~ issue ~o~nt ~rmiu rot indust~
dis~l ~o u~s~v ~he r~ui~ments o~Division E of~his title. The ~un~ enli~
may al~ ~ommen~ Io ~he ~rd a �on~cl ~n the ~unl)’
~’~[hin ~e ~umy, (Ord. 11716 ~ 1~. 1978: ~d. 61:30 ~n 4 ~ ~7. )9~)     "
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20.32.010               ~

~ Chapter 20.32 ~’_ 7

SANITARY SEWERS ~-~

1. ~wer Cons~ction ~mit
2. F~ ~d ~si~ ~
3. D~ign S~s
4. Insp~on ~

M~te~

SEWER CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

Sections:

20.32.020 Not required when.
20.32.030 Application -- Form and ¢onten~
20.32.0#0 Plan approval prerequisite to isstmnce.
20.32.050 Tapping fee payment required when.
20.32.060 Permit from other agencies required when.
20.32.070 Requirements for pumping and.treatment plants.
20.32.080 Excessive discharge of sewage -- Conditional pcrrnit

requirements.
20.32.090 Permit for use of temporary facilities -- Conditions.
20.32.100 Nontransferability of permits.

20.32.010 Required when -- Period of validio: A. No person other than the
person specifically excepted by this Division 2 shall commence, do or cause to be
done, construct or cause to be constructed, use or cause to be used, alter or cause to
be altered any public sewer, main-line sewer, house lateral, sewage pumping plant.
water pollution control plant, or other similar appurtenance in the countv of Los
Angeles without first obtaining a sewer ¢onsu’uction permit from the" ¢oumv
engineer.                                                                                    "

B. A sewer construction permit issued by the county engineer shall expire
one year from the date of issuance, except when the plans were approved in
accordance with an agreement either with another governmental agency., or with
the county for a subdivision as required by the Subdivision Ordinance set out at
Title 21 oflhis code. or reimbursement in accordance with Section 20.28.050. the
permit shall be valid for the period specified in the agreement. (Ord. 11716 § 13.
1978: Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970:. Ord. 8690 § 6 (pan). 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. l §
5101, 1952.)

20.32.020 Not required when. The provisions of this Division 2 requinng
permits shall not apply to contractors constructing public sewers and appurte-
nances under contracts awarded by the board and entered into under proceedings
had or taken pursuant to any of the special procedure statutes of this state providing

20.43
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20.32.020

for the construction of sewers and the assessing of the expense thereofagaiast the
lands benefited thereby, or under contracts between the contractor and board of
supervisors. (Ord. 8023 § 2, 196l: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. I § 5102, 1952.)

20.32.030 Application -- Form and euntents. A. Any person requiring a
sewer construction permit shall make written application to the county.en~neer.

B. The county engineer shall provide printed application forms for the
permits provided for by this Division 2, indicating thereon the information to be
furnished by th~ applicant. The county engineer may require, in addition to the
information furnished by the printed form, any additional information from the
applicant which will enable the county engineer to determine that the proposed
work or use-complies with the provisions of this Division 2. (Oral. 8690 § 6 (par~),
1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. I § 5104, 195~)

20.32.040 Plan approval prerequisite to issuance. No sewer construction
permit shall be issued until the county engineer has checked and approved the plans
in accordance with Section 20.32.420 and the other applicable provisions of this
Division 2. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 8690 § 6 (pan), 1964: Oral. 6130 Pan 5
Ch. I § 5108, 1952.)

20.32.050 Tapping fee payment required when. A. When, in the opinion of
the county engineer, it is necessary to connect a house lateral to a public sewer at a
point where no connection facility has been provided, application for a public

¯ sewer tap shall be submitted and a fee for upping the public sewer shall be paid by
the applicant before the permit is issued for the construction of the house lateral. All
tapping of public sewers, except trunk sewers, shall be per’,’.ormed by the county
engineer.

B. Exception: Tapping of the public sewer as required on sewer plans
approved by the county engineer shall be constructed by a licensed conu-actor.
(Ord. 6982 § 5 (pan), 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. I § 5105, 1952.)

20.32.060 Permit from other agencies required when. Before granting any
permit for the construction, installation, repair or removal of any sewer, or appurte-
nances thereto, which will necessitate any excavation or fill, in. upon or under any
public street, highway or right-of.way under the jurisdiction of another public
agency, the county engineer shall require the applicant to first obtain a permit from
the agency having jurisdiction. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 8690 § 6 (part),
1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. I § 5106. 1952.)

20.32.070 Requirements for pumping ~d treatment plants. Before.m~nting
a permit for the construction of any se~a~e pumping plant or water pollution
control plant, the county engineer shall check and approve the plans or required
modification thereof as to their compliance ~,=th county, state and other govern-
mental laws or ordinances, and shall require that the facilities be adequate in ever3.’
respect for the use intended. (Ord. 8690 § 3 (pan). 1964; Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. l §
5109, 1952.)

20.32.080 Excessive discharge of sewage ~ Conditional permit require-
ments. A. Any person proposing to have sewage discharged from any property to a
public sewer in quantities or at a rate greater than the capacity for which the sewer
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was designed, when proportioned to such property, and which such additional
quantity will immediately overload the sewer, shall be denied a permit to connect
any facilities to the sewer which will discharge more than the proportionate share                 ~’~
allotted to the property. However, if such additional discharge will not immediately
but may in the future overload the sewer, a conditional permit to connect to the
sewer may be issued after the owner of the property agrees by a covenant satisfac-
tory. to the county engineer recorded against the land to construct or to share in the /_,cost of construction of additional sewer capacity at such future time as the counw.
engineer determines that an overload situation exists or is imminenL

B. The owner of the property shall supply a faithful performance bond
guaranteeing compliance with the terms of the covenant, in a penal sum which, in
the opinion of the county engineer, equals the future cost ofconstruction ofsewer
faciLities to carry such additional discharge. "I

C. The faithful performance bond shall be kept in full force and effecl until
such additional discharge is discontinued or until such additional sewer facilities
are completed, and this obligation shall pass to succeeding owners of the property.

D. If any owner fails to supply and keep in effect the required faithful
performance bond or fails to comply with the terms of the covenant, the condi-
tional permit allowing such ~dditional discharge may be revoked, and the continu-
ing of such additional discharge thereafter will constitute a violation of this ~’--- "
Division 2. m                                                                                     "-

E. The provisions of this section shall also apply to any proper~y previously
connected to a public sewer, the discharge from which is later proposed to be
increased or is found to have been increased substantially beyond the proponiorf.
ate share of public sewer capacity allotted to the property.

~ F. The provisions of this section do not apply to properties subject to the
nrequirements of Ordinance 7888, entitled "West Hollywood and Sherman Sewer

Cha~e Ordinance," and set forth in Division 3 of this title, nor to properties subject U
to any similar ordinance now or hereafter enacted which requires payment for such
additional sewer capacity prior to the issuance of a building or sewer connection

npermit. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 8690 § 6 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. l
§ 5110. 1952.) U

use of temporal" facilities ~ Conditions. The countv20.32.09O Permit for
engineer may issue sewer connection permits for two or more buildings to be serve~l
by a temporary private sewage disposal system if all of the following conditions
have been met: n.A. The sewer collection system has been constructed in accordance with

Uthe provisions of this Division 2;
B. A permanent sewage disposal system has been approved as to concept.

plans and land use by all state and local regulatory, agencies having jurisdiction:
C. The construction of a permanent sewage disposal system has been

guaranteed to the satisfaction of the county’ engineer and the director of health
services, either by the posting of bonds in accordance with the Subdivision Ordi-
nance set out at Title 21 of this code, or by other satisfactory assurances;

D. The temporary, sewage disposal system is approved by the county
engineer, the director of health services, and all other state and local regulator,."
agencies having jurisdiction. The conditions for such approvals shall include a
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stated time limit for the use of such temporary, system, and shall provide for the
termination of such use and the connection to the guaranteed permanent sewage
disposal system:

E. A cash dep°sit in an amount established by the county engineer has been
deposited with the county engineer to insure the satisfactory maintenance of the
temporary sewage disposal system;

F. Provision has been made for the inclusion of the area served by the
temporary, sewage disposal system in a sewer maintenance district or other taxing
entity capable of generating adequate maintenance and operational funds in the
event that public overation of the temporary ~.stem should become necessary.
(Ord. 10757 § 1, 1973: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 1 § 5111, 1952.)

20.32.100 Nontransferability of permits. Permits issued under Pan 1 ofthis
chapter are not transferable from one person to another person or from one location
to another location. (Ord. 6130 Part 5 Ch. I § 5103, 1952.)

Pan 2

FEES AND DEPOSITS
Sections_.

20.32.1 l0 Connection to public sewer- Payment of fees r~quired.
20.32.120 Sewer construction permit fees -- Table I.
20.32.130 Connection charges -- Designated.
20.32.140 Connection charges ~ Sewers co~tructed under federal aid

exempt.                         -
20.32.150 Area and connection charges in reimbursement districts.
20.32.160 Reduction of charges for payments to other entities.
20.32.170 Connections to trunk sewers -- Permit requirements.
20.32.180 Sewer connection permit -- Determination of capacity --

Agreement on future assessments.                 "
20.32.190 Sewer connection permit -- Charges for portions of property.
20.32.200 Tap fee.
20.32.210 Manhole reconstruction inspection charges.
20.32.220 Future assessments for additional benefits.
20.32.230 Plan checking fees.
20.32.240 Sewer easement processing fees.
20.32.250 Special studies -- Preparation and checking fees.
20.32.260 Reimbursement processing fees.
20.32.270 Charges for maintenance district annexation, formation.

exclusions and dissolutions.
20.32.280 Charges for sewer maintenance.
20.32.290 Cesspool truck disposal let.
20.32.300 Deposit of collected moneys.
20.32.310 Special sewer maintenanc~ fund -- Use restrictions.
20.32.320 Recordkeeping requirements.

20.32.110 Connection to l)ublic sewer -- Payment of fees required. Anyperson desiring to connect any lot to a public sewer shall, as a prerequisite
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obtaining the permits required by the Plumbing Code set out at Title 25, pay all fees
or charges which may be required by Sections 20.32.130, 20.32.150, 20.32.170 and
20.32.200 of this chapter. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5203,

20.32.120 Sewer construction permit fees -- Table 1. Before granting any
permit for the construction of main-line sewer, house lateral sewer, water pollution
control plant, sewage pumping plant, and whenever a permit for any industrial
waste treatment or disposal facility is required by the county, engineer, the counw
engineer shall collect the following fees from the applicant to cover the cost of field
inspection of the proposed construction, procuring or preparing record plans.
automobile mileage, and all overhead and indirec~ costs:

Table I -- Inspection And Record plan Fees

For a Total Valuation
of Proposed Work Permit Fee

$ 600.00 or less .......................................... $ 65.00
601.00 to $ 1,000.00 .................................... 130.00

1.0~l.00 to 1,500.00 .................................... 210.00
1,501.00 to 2,000.00 .................................... 295.00
2.001.00 to 2,500.00 .................................... 375.00
2.501.00 to 3,000.00 " 450.00
3.001.00 to 3,500.00 .................................... 525.00
3.501.00 to 4,000.00 .................................... 600.00
4.001.00 to 4.500.00 .................................... 675.00
4.501.00 to 5.000.00 .................................... 740.00
5.00 t.00 to 6,000.00 .................................... 870.00
6,001.00 to 7,000.00 .................................... 985.00
7.001.00 to 8.000.00 .................................... 1.090.00
8,001,00 to 9,000.00 .................................... 1.190.00
9.001.00 to10,000.00 .................................... 1.280.00

A. For each $I,000.00, or fractional pan thereof, of the total valuation of
the proposed work in excess of 510.000.00 and not exceeding 550,000.00, an
additional ................................................... 585.00:

B. For each $1.000.00, or fractional pan thereof, of the total valuation of
the proposed work in excess of 550.000.00 and not exceeding, $100,000.00. an
additional ................................................... 565.00:

C. For each SI.000.00. or fractional pan thereof, of the total valuation of
the proposed work in excess of S100.000.00. an additional ............ 550.00:

D. For additional work approved by the county engineer but not included
in the original permit, the applicant shall pay a base fee of 58.00 and an additional
fee of $8.00 for each $100.00. or fractional pan thereof, of the total valuation of such
additional work. (Ord. 11716 § 15, 1978: Ord. 10020 § 4 (pa~,). 1970; Ord. 8690 §§ 7
and 3 (pan), 1964; Ord. 7314 § 1, 1958: Ord. 6982 § 6, 1956; Ord. 6541 § 2 (pan). 1954:
Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5202, 1952.)
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20.32.130 Connection charges -- Designated. A. No permit shall be issued
for the direct connection of any lot to a public sewer which has been constructed at
no cost to such lot. or to a trunk sewer in which capacity has been assigned by the
owner thereof to the county of Los Angeles until, in addition to.any other fees
required by this Division 2 and by the Plumbing Code set out at Title 28, there has
been paid a connection charge in an amount equal.to $12.00 per front foot ofthe lot
sought to be connected if said lot is rectangular and ha.san average depth ofl00 feet
or more. If the shape of lot is other than the usual rectangular shape, or unusaal in
area, and the strict adherence to the above mentioned provision would require
payment of an amount not commensurate with the benefits to be received, the
provisions of this section as to the amount to be charged may be modified as
determined by the county engineer. In no case shall the charge be less than $300.00,
unless reduced by the charges of another public entity as provided in Section
20.32.160.

B. Property owned by a public entity and being used by such entity in the
performance ofa govermmental function is exempt from the requiremems ofthis
section. (Ord. 81-0043 § I. 1981: Ord. 11716 § 17, 1978: Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970:.
Ord. 7314 § 3. 1958: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5204, 1952.)

20.32.140 Connection charges -- Sewers constructed under federal ~id
exempt. When a public sewer has been constructed under federal aid, any lot to be
connected to such sewer shall be exempt from the connection charge specified by
Section 20.32.130. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 7314 § 4. (pan), 1958: Ord. 6130
Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5204.1, 1952.)

20.32.150 Area and connection charges in reimbursement districts. A. If any
property is in a sewer reimbursement district which has been formed by the boar~i
~n accordance with Section 20.28.050, no permit shall be issued for the connection
of such property to a public sewer until, in addition to anv other fees required by
this ordinance and by the Plumbing Code set out at Title ~8, all area charges and
frontage charges required by this section have been paid.

B. An area charge computed by the area rates established for the reimburse-
ment district shall be collected, whether or not additional public sewer is being
constructed to serve the property. If the property is in more than one reimburse-
ment dismct, an area charge shall be collected for each district.

C. Additionally, if the reimbursement agreement provides for frontage
reimbursement, any lot located in the frontage reimbursement area and seeking
direct house connection to any public sewer shall pay a reimbursement district
connection charge in the amount specified below.

D. The reimbursement district connection charge shall be computed at the
rate of $7.00 per front foot of the lot sought to be connected, with the frontage to be
determined as provided in Section 20.32.130, but in no case shall be charged less
than $200.00.

E. Ira reimbursement district connection charge is collected as provided in
this section, then the connection charge required by Section 20.32.130 shall not be
collected. (Ord. I1716 § 18, 1978: Ord. 10020 § 3 (pan). 1970: Ord. 8690 § 8 (pan).
1964: Ord. 7314 § 4 (pan), 1958: Ord. 6130 Part 5 Ch. 2 § 5204.2, 1952.)

20.32.160 Reduction of charges for payments to other entities. In the eventthat any public entity requires a connection charge or fee for use of a trunk sewer
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prior to the issuance of a permit by the county engineer, the charge in the amount
required in Section 20.32.130 shall be reduced by the amount of the charge or
connection fee made by the public entity, or shah be waived if such other charge or
fee is greater than the amount herein required. (Ord. 7314 § 4 (pan), 1958: Ord. 6130
Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5204.3, 1952.)

20.32.170 Connections to n’unk sewers -- Permit requirements. No permit
shall be issued for the direct connection of any lot to a trunk sewer until the
applicant has first obtained a permit for such connection from the owner of such
trunk sewer. (Ord. I1716 § 19, 1978: Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 6130 Pan S Ch.
2 § 5205, 1952.)

20.32.1g0 Sewer connection permit-- Determination of capacity. -- Agree-
merit on future assessments. A. No permit shall be issued for the direct connection
of any lot to a public sewer which was not designed for and intended to directly
serve such lot unless the county engineer first determines that there is additional
capacity available in.such sewer beyond that required to serve the property for
which it was designed.

B. Further, if such Io~ may in the future be included in a special assessment
improvement district which would provide sewers for such lot and adjoining area.
such connection permit shall not be issued until the connection charge specified by
Section 20.32.130 and any other applicable charges have been paid. and the prov-
eny owner has executed and recorded in the office of the county recorder a waiver
which states that he will not protest inclusion in, and will" pay the assessment for,
such improvement district. Such waiver and agreement shall be pan of the condi-
tions of ownership of the property and shall be binding on all heirs, successors and
assigns to the property. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 9119 § l (pan). 1966: Ord.
7314 § 5 (pan), 1958: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5206, 1952.)

20.32.190 Sewer connection permit -- Ch=rges for portions of propert):
Whenever a sewer connection permit is requested for only a portion of a lot and the
county engineer finds that only such portion will be benefited by a sewer connec-
tion, and that both the area of such portion and the remaining area of such lot
conform to the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Title ")2 of this
code, a house sewer connection permit may be issued for such portion and all
charges required by this ordinance shall be based on the dimensions of such
portion. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 7314 § 5 (pan), 1958: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch.
2 § 5207, 1952.)

20.32.200 Tap fee. The county enlmeer shall collect from the applicant a fee
of~154.00 to tap the public sewer. \vh~ch shall ,nclude the installation of a saddle
furnished by the applicant but no excavanon, backfill or resurfacing. (Ord. ~-I-0109
§ l, 1984: Ord. I1716 § 14, 1978: Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 6982 § } (pan),
1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5201.1952.)

20.32.210 Nlanhole reconsn’uction inspection charges. A. A permit shall be
obtained from the county engme.-r whereever construction, reconstruction or
adjustment is to be performed adjacent to an existing sewer manhole, to ascertain
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that the sewer lines and manholes have been thoroughly cleaned and the manholes
have been satisfactorily construcled, reconstructed or adjusted to county stan-
(:lards.

B. This inspection is also required for construction of industrial waste
measuring manholes, reconstruction or adjustment of any portion of a manhole
due to service connections or grading or paving operation, or any other work which
in the opinion of the county engineer may cause damage to a manhole.

C. The fee shall be $56.00 for the first manhole and $28.00 each for each
additional manhole. These fees shall cover the costs of field inspection, automobile
mileage, and all overhead and indirect costs. (Ord. 11716 § 16, 1978: Oral. 7314 § 2,
1958: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5202.1, 1952.)

20.32.220 Future assessments for additional benefits. In the event that any
lot which has paid any charges required under Section 20.32.l 10 receives additional
benefit from any public or trunk sewer, nothing contained in Pan 2 of this chapter
shall relieve the property, owner from future payment ofchar~es as herein provided
nor from a special assessment levied under ¯ statute of the state of California for
such additional benefit. (Ord. I0020§ 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 7314 § 7 (pan), 1958: Ord.
6130 Pan .5 Ch. 2 § 5210, 1952.)

20.32.230 Plan checking fees. Any person required by Chapter 20.32 of this
division to have plans checked and processed shall pay to the county engineer the
following fee or fees for the service:

I. If the total valuation of the proposed work, as determined by the county
engineer, is $2,000.00 or less, the plan checking fee will be $160.00;

2. For each $I00.00 or fractional pan thereof of the total valuation ofthe

$4.30:proposed work in excess of $2,000.00, and not exceeding $ I0,000.00, an additional

3. For each $100.(30 or fractional pan thereof of the total valuation of the
proposed work in excess orS10,000.00, an additional $3.25:

4. If any ponion of the plans, or specifications, including changes in
materials after having been checked, or after being approved and signed by the
county engineer are required to be redrawn, rechecked or revised, the applicant
shall pay a rechecking fee in the amount of the estimated cost of doing the work as
determined by the county engineer,

5. If the plans have been submitted 3 times for checking and are not ready
for approval, the applicant shall pay for each additional submittal a fee in the
amount of the estimated cost of doing the work as determined by the county
engineer,

6. If any portion of plans which have been abandoned or which have
expired pursuant to Section 20.32.420 are resubmitted, the applic.-m shall pay a fee
as if work was new. (Ord. 81-0043 § 2, 198h Ord. I1716 § 20. ]978: Ord. I0020 § 3
(pan). 1970: Ord. 8690 § 8 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6541 § 3 (pan). 1954: Ord. 6130 Pan 5
Ch. 2 § 5217, 1952.)

20.32.240 Se~er easement processing fees. A. For each private contract
requinng the processing of sewer easements, the county engineer shall collect from
the applicant a fee of $310.00 for the first parcel description and title report, and
$180.00 for each additional parcel through which a sewer easement is required. In
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the event it is necessary to revise the description and/or title report due to a
-"" realignment or revision of the easement, the county engineer shall collec~ anv~ additional fee of $130.00 for each parcel. "

B. For each private contract requiring the vacation of a sewer easement, the
county engineer shall collect from the applicant a minimum fee of $290.00. In the
event it is necessa~ to revise the boundary of the proposed vacation due to any
revisions submitted by the applicant, the county engineer shall collect an additional
fee orS130.00 for each revision. (Ord. 81-0043 § 3, 1981: Ord. I1903 § I, 1979: Oral.
I1716 § 21, 1978: Ord. 8690 § 8 (pan), 1964: Ord. 7314 § 9 (pan). 1958: Ord. 6541 § 3
(pan), 1954: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5218, 1952.)

20.32.2S0 Special studies -- Preparation and checking fees. A. Before
proceeding w~th lhe preparation of an area, reimbursement, or other special study,
the county engineer shall collect from the person making the request for the work a
fee in the amount of the estimated cost of doing the work, as determined by the
county engineer, but not less than $300.00.

B. If the cost of doing the work exceeds the fee originally collected, a
supplemental fee shall be collected to cover the additional cost as determined by the
county engineer.

C. If the count)" engineer determines that a flow measurement of this
existing system is required, there will be an additional minimum fee of not less than
$533.00 per manhole.

D. Studies prepared by others and submitted for checking by the county
engineer shall be subject to the fee requirements slated above, except that the
minimum fee shall be $120.00. (Ord. 81-0043 § 5. 198 l: Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970:

requiring reimbursement under Section 20.28.050, the applicant shall pay, in
addition to the plan checking fee, a fee of $I,500.00 for the preparation of reim-
bursement documents and maps. If the cost of doing the work exceeds $1,500.00, a
supplemental fee shall be collected to cover the additional cost. as determined by
the county engineer. (Ord. 81-0043 § 4, 1981: Ord. I1716 § 22. 1978: Ord. I0020 § 3

Ch. 2 § 5219, 1952.)

20.32.270 Charges for maintenance district annexation, formation, exclu-
sions and dissolutions. A. Any person who desires to place a newly constructed
public sewer system in operation, and the property so benefited is not within a
maintenance district..¢ha]l pay a charge as determined by the county engineer to
cover the cost of processing, including the necessa~, stare’of California processing
fee, the annexation or formation.              "

B. There will be no charges under this section for processing the dissolutionof a maintenance district or the exclusion of any portion of a maintenance district.

¯ C. If the sum collected is for processing an annexation to an existingmaintenance district, it shall be deemed to have been appropriated for the year in
which the sum was collected, and shall be transferred to the county treasurer and
credited to the funds of such district.                       "
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D. If the sum collec~ed is ~’or the formation of a new maintenance district, it
shah be deemed to have been appropriated for the year in which the sum was
collected, and shall be placed in trust and expended therefrom for the purposes
intended. The remainder of such sum, if any, shall be credited to the new district
when formed. (Oral. I1716 § 25, 1978: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5223, 1952.)

20.32.280 Charges for sewer maintenance. A. Any person who desires to
place a newly constructed public sewer system in operation prior to the availability
ofsewer maintenance revenue from the property to be served by such sewer system,
shall pay a sewer maintenance charge in an amount determined by the county
engineer to cover such cost of maintaining such system from the time the sewer is
placed in operation until the property so benefited is included in a maintenance
district and revenue becomes available.

B. Such charge shall be computed by muhiplying $4.17 by the number of
manholes to be constructed by the number ofmonths before the property benefited
can be included in a maintenance district and revenue becomes available.

C. Ira sewage pumping plant or a water pollution control plant is included
in the computations, an additional sum shall be paid as determined bv the county
engineer to cover the maintenance and operation costs umil the prope~v, benefited
can be included in a maintenance district and revenue becomes available ......

D. If the newly constructed sewers are in an area served bv an existing
sewage pumping plant or water pollution control plant, an additional’sum shall be
paid as determined by the county engineer to cover the additional maintenance and
operation costs until the property benefited can be included in the maintenance
district and revenue becomes available.

E. If the propeny benefited is to be annexed to an existing maintenance
district, the sum collected shall be deemed to have been appropriated for the year in
which the sum was collected and shall be transferred to the county treasurer and
credited to the funds of such district.

F. Ira new maintenance district is to be formed, the sum collected shall be
deemed to have been appropriated for the year in which the sum was collected and
shall be placed in trust and expended therefrom for the purposes intended. The
remainder of such sum, if any, shall be credited to the new district when formed.
(Oral. 84-0109 § 2, 1984: Ord. I1716 § 24, 1978: Ord. 9119 § l (pan), 1966: Ord. 8690 §
9, 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5 ~222, 1952.)

20.32.290 Cesspool l~’uck disposal fee. Operators of cesspool pump trucks
desiring to discharge the contents of their ~anks into facilities provided at county
maintenance yards, in conformance with Section 20.32.650. may do so upon
payment of a disposal fee of $3.00 for each truck load. (Ord. I1716 §53. 1978: Ord.
7314 § 10. 1958: Ord. 6130 Fan 5 Ch. 2 § 5221, 1952.)

Deposit of collected moneys. A. Except as otherwise provided in20.32.300
this Division 2. at! money received under Sections 20.32.130. 20.32.200 and
20.32.290 shall be deposite~l with the county treasurer and credited to the special
sewer maintenance fund.

B. ~I money received under Section 20.32.270 shall be deposited in trust
for transfer to the appropriate reimbursement "’deferred accounts receivable" fund,
or to the subdivider, school district or person, in accordance with the terms of the
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agreement entered into between the contractor and the board as set forth in Section
20.28.050. (Ord. 9119 § 1 (pan), 1966: Ord. 8690 § 8 (pin). 1964: Ord. 7314 § 7 (pan).
1958: Ord. 7026 § 1, 1956: Ord. 6982 § 7.5, 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5212, 1952.)

20.32.310 Special sewer maintenance fund -- Use restrictions. Money
deposited in the special sewer maintenance fund, as provided in Section 20.32.306,
may be expended by the count.v engineer, contingent upon receipt and availability
of such funds, to accomplish the purpose set forth in Section 5471 ofthe Health and
Safety Code. for which no other provisions have been made or for such other sewer
purposes that the board of supervisors may authorize not in conflict with existing
laws. (Ord. 7314 § 7 (pan), 1958: Ord. 6982 § 9, 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5213,
1952.)

20.32.320 Recordkeeping requirements. The coumy engineer shall keep a
permanent record of all applications and a permanent and accurate account of all
payments received under Sections 20.32.130 and 20.32.150 of this chapter. (Oral.
7314 § 7 (pan). 1958: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 2 § 5211, 1952.)

DESIGN STANDARDS

Sections:
20.32.330 New main-line sewers.
20.32.340 Water pollution control and sewage pumping plants.
20.32.350 New house laterals.
20.32.360 Condominium sewers.
20.32.370 Large lots -- Sewer service requirements.
20.32.380 Pani¢ipation in project -- Letter requirement.
20.32.390 Dedication of sewers.
20.32.400 Exceptions to requirements authorized when.
20.32.410 Plan preparation by registered civil engineer.
20.32.420 Sewer plans.
20.32.430 Sewer casement requirements.
20.32.4~0 Main-line sewers -- Size specifications,
20.32.450 Main-line sewers -- Minimum v¢lochy.
20.32.460 Bench mar~ and elevations.
20.32.470 Soil conditions.
20.32.480 Grades.
20.32.490 Main-line sewers -- Alignment and location in street.
20.32.500 Main-line sewers -- Depth.
20.32.510 House laterals -- Specifications generalh:
20.32.520 House laterals -- Depth. "
20.32.530 End structures -- Location specifications.
20.32.540 Manhole structures.
20.32.550 Substructures.
20.32.560 Pipe materials -- Approval required.
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20.32.570 Vitrified clay pipe -- Installation specifications.

20.32.330 New main-line sewers. New main-line sewers shall conform to
the requirements of Pan 3 of this chapter unless otherwise specifically excepted.
(Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5601, 1952.)

20.32..~0 Water pollution control and sewage pumping plants. New water
pollution control plants and sewage pumping plants shall conform to the require-
ments of Pan 3 of this chapter unless otherwise specifically excepted. (Ord. 8690 § 3
(pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5602, 1952.)

20.32.350 New house laterals. New house laterals shall conform to the
requirements of Pan 3 of this chapter unless otherwise covered by the Plumbing
Code. set out at Title 28, of this code, as amended. (Ord. 6130 Part 5 Ch. 6 § 5603.
1952.)

20.32.360 Condominium sewers. New condominium developments shall
be served with main-line sewers and house lateral sewers such that each building
wili have a separate and independent connection to a main-line sewer. (Ord. I 1716 §
27, 1978: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5625. 1952.)

20.32.370 Large lots -- Sewer sen-ice requirements. Where a lot is of
sufficient size that the Zoning Ordinance. as set out at Title 22 of’this code. does not
prohibit its division into smaller parcels, each of such possible parcels into which
such lot legally may be divided, upon which one or more buildings containing
plumbing facilities are or may be located, shall be considered as a separate lot.
Separate house laterals shall be constructed to the main-line sewer for each of such
possible parcels except where the owner has filed an affidavit as provided in Section
II 10(d) of Ordinance 2269. the Plumbing Code (see Title 28 of this code). If the
main-line sewer does not extend to a point from which such possible parcels can be
served in accordance with the requirements of Section 20.32.530, the main-line
sewer must be extended in compliance with Section 20.32.530. (Ord. 10020 § 3
(pan). 1970: Ord. 6982 § 9 (pan), 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5604, 1952.)

20.32.380 Participation in projec~ -- Letter requirements. A. A "’letter of
participation," prepared on a form provided by the county engineer, shall be
submitted before approval of public sewer plans describing all properties which
have participated in the cost of the project.

B. All such properties listed will be exempt from the connection charee
only. specified in Section 20.32.130.                                  "

C. The "’letter of participation" shall not be revised after the sewers have
been accepted for public use by the board.

D. Exception: The "~letter of participation" shall not be revised after a
reimbursemem agreement authorized under Section 20.28.050 has been approved
by the board. Listed participants will be exempt from the reimbursement district
connection charges specified in Section 20.32.150 established for that project in
which they have participated. (Ord. 9119 § 2, 1966: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5624,
1952.)
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20.32.390 Dedication of sewers. A. An offer of dedication of sewers to the "r~-
county shall be included in the agreement to construct sewers for a new subdivision Vwhich accompanies the faithful performance security guaranteeing the construc-
tion required as a condition for the recordation of the tract map or parcel map.

B. Before plans for the construction of any other public main.line sewer are
approved by the county engineer, the person causing such plans to be prepared shall
present an "offer of dedication," signed and acknowledged, on forms provided by
the county engineer.

C. When the construction of the sewer, other than sewers required for new
subdivisions, has been completed and accepted by the board of supervisors, the
sewer becomes a public sewer. When the construction of the sewer is in conjunction
with a tract or parcel map, the sewer shall be accepted by the county engineer on
behalf of the board of supervisors and at such time becomes a public sewer.

D. No sewer shall be accepted for dedication by the county of Los Angeles
unless such sewer has been constructed in conformity with the requirements of "I
Division 2 ofthis Title 20. (Ord. 83-0020 § I, 1983~ Ord. 9119 § I (pan), 1966: Ord.
6982 § 9 (pan), 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5623. 195~)

20.32.400 Exceptions to requirements authorized when. If a literal com-
pliance with any engineenag requirement of this Division 2 is impossible or
impractical because of peculiar conditions in no way the fault of the person
requesting an exception, and the purposes of this Division 2 may be accomplished
and public safety secured by an alternate construction or procedure, and the county [                       -.
engineer so finds that such alternate complies with sound engineering practice, he
may grant an exception permitting such alternate construction or procedure. (Ord.
8690 § 12 (pan), 1964: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5622. 1952.)

20.32.410 Plan preparation by registered civil engineer. An), plans submit- U
ted for approval under the provisions of this Division 2 shall be prepared by or nunder the direction of and shall be signed by a registered civil engineer of the state of
California. (Ord. 10020 § 2 1970: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5604.1, 1952.) U

20.32.420 Sewer plans. A. Before a sewer construction permit required by
Section 20.32.010 may be issued, plans for the proposed construction sf~all be
submitted to and approved by the county engineer, unless the county engineer

Udetermines that plans are not necessary..
B. After the fee required by Section 20.32.230 has been paid. the county

engineer shall check the submitted plans for compliance with the requirements of
this ordinance and other applicable laws and ordinances of the county, state or
other governmental j urisdiction.

C. If plan corrections and other requirements necessary for plan approval
have not been completed within one year after the checked plans’are returned by the icounty engineer, it shah constitute abandonment of the work and the county
engineer shall so notify the person who has submitted the plans.

D. Approval of a sewer plan shall expire one year from the date of the
approval, unless construction of the facilities has commenced. However. if the
plans were approved in accordance with an agreement either with another govern-
mental agenc3.’, or with the county for a subdivision as required by the Subdivision
Ordinance set out at Title 21 of this code. or reimbursement in accordance with                 ~r~-
Section 20.’~8.050. the approval shall be valid for the period specified in the
agreement.
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E. Resubmission of abandoned and expired plans shall be subject to new
plan check fees as specified in Section 20.32.230. (Ord. I1716 § 26, 1978: Ord. 10020
§ 3 (part), 19"10: Ord. 8690 § I0 (part), 1964: Oral. 6130 Part S Ch. 6 § 5605, 1952.)

20_32.430 Sewer easement requirements. A. A person desiring to construct
a sewer in an easement under the provisions of this Division 2 shall present to the
county engineer a request for processing, sufficient information to enable the
preparation of a written description, and the fee sl:~.’cified in Section 20.32.240.

B. The location and dimensions of sanitary sewer easements shall be
sufficient to provide present and future sewer service to abutting areas and ade-
quate access for maintenance as determined by the county engineer.

C. Until the required easements have been properly executed and
recorded:

1. No pla’ns shall be approved by the county engineer for sewer
facilities to be constructed by any person across the property of others:

2. No sewer facilities shall be accepted for public use, nor placed in
use by any person. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (part), 1970: Ord. 8690 § 11, 1964: Ord. 6130 Part 5
Ch. 6 § 5605.1. 1952.)

20.32.440 Main-line sewers -- Size specifications. A. The size of main-line
sewer pipe shall be determined by standards of design and the coefficients listed
below, but in no case shall it be less than eight inches inside diameter.

For zoning in the following Coefficient
categories for residential areas: Ca. ft. per sec. per acre

R.I 0.004
R-2 0.008

R-4 0.016"

For commercial areas:
C-I through C-4 0.015*

For hea~" industrial areas:

M-[ through M~ 0.021"

*Individual buildin,2, com:nercial or industrial plant capacities shall be the
determining factor when they exceed the coefficients shown.

B. The coefficient to be used for any zoned area not listed will be deter-
mined by the county engineer based upon the intended development and use.

C. The county engineer shall determine which of the coefficients or com-
bination ofcoefficients shall be used for design, as determined by the established or
proposed zoning in the study area. Any modifications to these coefficients due to
topography, development or hazard areas shall be approved by the county" engineer.
(Ord. 8690 § 12 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5606, 1952.)

20.32.450 Main-line sewers -- Minimum velocity. A mainline sewer shah
be designed to provide a minimum velocity of two feet per second for pipes flowing
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one-half full, except that the county engineer may approve a gradient that will
develol~ a lower velocity if he finds th’at a .m’adient that will develop a velocity of two
feet per second is unobtainable. (Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5607, 1952.)

20.32.460 Bench marks and elevations. A system of bench marks on the
U.S.C. & G.S. Sea Level Datum of 1929 and adequate to construct the work shall be
shown on the profile. The elevation of the sewer at the point where the svstem is to
be discharged shall be shown as determined in the fielc~ from the above shown
datum. (Ord. 6982 § 9 (pan), 1952: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5617, 1952.)

20.32.4’70 Soil conditions. Soil conditions, particularly in areas known to
have high groundwater tables, rock, or filled ground, shall be prospected, and the
results shown on the profile, if required by the county engineer. (Oral. 6130 Pan 5
Ch. 6 § 5616, 1952.)

20.32.480 Grades. The slope of the sewer shall be shown on the plans in fe~t
of fall per I00 feet of horizontal distance, expressed as a percentage. Slopes used
expressed in percentages shall be divisible, without remainder, by four in the
hundredth column. For e~mple. 0.36 percent complies with this section. (Ord.
6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5608, 1952.)

20.32.490 Main-line sewers -- Alignment and location in street. Where
design considerations permit, main-line sewers shall have a straight alignmenL and
shall be located five feet from and on the northerly and easterly sides of the
centerlines of streets or alleys, exce~)t on major or secondary, highways where
separate sewers shall be located in the roadway six feet from each curbline. (Oral.
10020 § 3 (pan), 1970:. Ord. 8690 § 12 (pan), I~64: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5611.
1952.)

20.32.500 Main-line sewers -- Del)th. A. The minimum depth for main-
line sewers shall be seven and one-half feet.

B. Where groundwater is present, the depth for residential main-line
sewers may be sufficient to provide for a house lateral with a minimum depth of at
least five feet below the curb grade or centerline of street or alley grade at the
property line.

C. Exceptions to the above minimum may be made only as set forth inSection 20.32.400. (Ord. 8690 § 12 (part). 1964:Oral.’6130 Part 5 Ch: 6 § 5609. 1952.)

20.32.510 House laterals -- Specifi~atim~ gtmerally. A. For e.~ch lot. a six.
inch internal diameter house lateral sewer shall be provided in the street, straight in
alignment and grade between the main-line ~ and the property line. with
minimum depths as required by Section 20.32.~20. ~nd at right angles to the main-
line sewer whenever possible.

B. Exception: House laterals constructed in the street under the provisions
of’the Plumbing Code, (as set out at Title 28 of this code) or house laterals provided
in :he street for lots restricted to single.family residential use under th). provisions
of the Zoning Ordinance. set out at ~itle 22. ~nay have an internal diameter of four
inches. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (part), 1970: Ord. 9119 § 1 (part), 1966: Ord. 8690 § 12 (part).
1964: Oral. 6130 Part 5 Ch. 6 § 5620. 1952.)
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20.32.520 House laterals -- Depth. A. The depth of house latenls at the
property line shall be sufficient to provide service to the lowest or farthest point to
be served on the lot at a minimum grade of two percent, with the top ofthe pipe not
less than one foot below the ground surface at any point.

B. The minimum depth for house laterals at the property line shall be six
feet below the curb grade or xhe centerline of street or alley grade, except as set forth
in Section 20.32.500 for locations where groundwater is present.

C. Where street-widening lines have been established by the Zoning Ordi-
nance, as set out at Title 22 of this code, the minimum depth shall be measured at
such established line. If house laterals are constructed before the existing street is
widened, the depth at the property line shall he such that extension at the same                   -
straight grade and alignment to the new property line will produce the required
depth. (Ord. I0020 § 3 {pan), 1970: Ord. 9119 § l (pan), 1966: Oral. $690 § 12 (part),
1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5621, 1952.)

20.32.530 End structures-- Location specifications. End structures shall be
placed at whichever of the following locations is farthest up grade:                               "" ""

A. Not less than I0 feet upgrade from the downgrade lot line ofthe last lot
being served:

B. Not more than 40 feet downgrade from the ut~-ade lot line of the last lot
being served, if there may be a future extension of the main-line sewen

C. At a location where the house fateful and building sewer can be con-
structed in a straight alignment at right angles to the main-line sewer. (Ord. 10020 §                         ,.
3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5612, 1952.)

20.32.540 ,Manhole sn’uctures. Manhole structures shall be placed in the ~’-~main-line sewer at all changes of alignment and gradient; the ma.~imum distance
between structures shall be not more than 350 feet. All structures shall he designed (’-
according to the standard drawings for structures on file in the office of’the county
engineer. Exceptions to the above requirements may be made only on approval o’f
the county engineer. (Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5610, 1952.)

20.32.550 Substructures. All substructures which will be encountered in the
construction or which will be installed as pan of the improvement shall be shown
and designated on the plan. Large substructures which require special treatment in
the design of the sewer shall also be shown in the profile. The engineer who has
prepared the plans shall submit to the county engineer a statement that he has
determined from each utility or other company having substructures in the alTected
area that the location and size of such structures, as shown on the submitted plans.
are the same as shown upon such company’s records. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (pan), 1970:
Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5615, 1952.)

20.32.560 Pipe materials -- Approval required. A. All pipe other than
vitrified clay or cast iron shall first have been appro~’ed t’or use by the county
engineer and shall be equivalent to vitrified clay or cast iron pipe in strength.
effectiveness, durability and safety in accordance with the use intended.

B. Before approving any pipe, the county engineer may require satisfactor3.
proof that such pipe is suitable for use. including actual tests performed by an
independent and approved testing laboratory, at no expense to the county. (Oral.                  [ ~ -
10C)20 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 8690 § 12 (pan), 1964: Ord. 698" § 9 (pan), 1956: Ord.
6130 Pan 5 Ch. 6 § 5619. 1952.)
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20.32.570 Vitrified clay pipe-- Installation specifications. A. Vitrified clay
pipe, main-line and house lateral sewers, shall be constructed of the class designated
as extra-strength pipe.

B. Sewer pipe installed under a railway shall be encased in concrete, or
encased in a steel pipe backfilled with sand, or encased by other approved means
which will protect the pipe to the same extent.

C. Sewer pipe installed under a conduit or other structure, or at depths
greater than 20 feet or in other locations where the county engineer determines that
additional protection is required, shall be reinforced with a concrete cradle, or
encased in concrete, or reinforced by other approved means which will prote~ the
pipe to the same extent.         "

D. Sewer pipe installed in streets or public easements with the top ofthe
pipe less than four feet below the surface, as determined during construction or
indicated on the plans, shall be encased in concrete, or other approved means to
protect the pipe. (Ord. 8690 § 12 (part), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch.6 § 5614. 1952.)

INSPECTION

Sections:
20.32.580 Materials and construction -- Conformity with standard

specifications.
20.32.590 Inspection by county engineer -- Requirements.
20.32.600 Notice to county when ready for inspection.
20.32.610 Work to be con’~’enient and uncovered.
20.32.620 Using facilities before insix’ction prohibited ~ Exceptions.
20.32.630 Correction ofdefecdve work.

20.32.580 Materials and construction-- Conformity with standard specifi-
cations. All materml used in any work done under provisions of this Division 2
shall be new, first-class material ~nd shall conform to, and the manner of construc-
tion shall meet all the requirements prescribed by this Division ~ by the Sta
_Specifications for Public Works Con ...... : ........ "7 .,-      ndard~.,=,..~n. an¢~ nv ~pecla[ vrovisioStandard Plans on file in the office of,h ............:=: ....... .ns and

..... ,~,.,,,,.;, ~uglac~r. All sucrl work snail beapproved by the county engineer before a certificate of" final inspection will be
issued. (Ord. I0020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5407, 1952.)

20.32.590 Inspection by county engineer-- Requirements. A. All work done
under.the provision,s of this Division 2 shall be subject to inspection b.v and shall
meet tr~e approval otthe county engineer, provided, however, that approval by the
county engineer shall not reliev’e th~ permhtee or any other person from complying
with aH of the applicable provisions of the Plumbing Code set out at Thle 2~ o{this
code. and no provision of this Division 2 supersedes, affects or modifies in an)" way
the provisions of said Plumbing Code.

B. After the fee required b.v Section 20.32.120 has been paid and the permit
issued, the county engineer shall inspect the construction for compliance with the
requirements of this Division 2. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (pan), 1970: Oral. 8690 § I0 (pan),
1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5401.1952.)
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20.32.600                                                                      ’ "

20.32.600 Notice to county when ready for inspection. The permittee shall
noti~ the county engineer at leas~ 24 hours prior to the time any inspection is to be ~’, V
made. (Ord. 8690 § 10 (pan), 1964: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5402,

20.32.610 Work to be convenient and uncovered. At the time of the inspec-
tion the permittee shall have all work uncovered and convenient, and shall give the
county engineer every facility to make a thorough inspection. (Oral. I0020 § 3 (part),
1970: Ord. 8690 § I0 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5403. 1952.)

20.32.620 Using facilities before inspection prohibited -- Exceptions. No                  -
sewer or other facility constructed under the provisions of this Division 2 shall be
placed in use until the work has been approved by the county, engineer and a
certificate of final inspection has been issued. Exceptions to this requiremem may
be made only when the work is substantially complete and has been inspected, and
if the county engineer determines that the best interests of the public will be served
by permitting such use prior to completion of the work. (Ord. 10020 § 3 (pan), 1970:.
Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5408, 1952.)

20.32.630 Correction of defective work. If the construction does not con-
form to the provisions of this Division 2, or if the permittee fails to prosecute the
work with such diligence to insure its completion within the time specified, the ~ ....
county engineer shall noti~.v the permittee, in writing, to comply. If the permittee
fails to comply within five days after the written notice, the permit shall be -.~
suspended or revoked in accordance with the procedures set forth in Sections
20.36.160, 20.36.170, 20.36.180and 20.36.210, and nb further work shall be done by
the permittee until the suspension is removed either by correction of the work or
after appeal and public hearing in accordance with the procedures set forth in
Sections 20.36.090, 20.36.100. 20.36.190 and 20.36.200. (Ord. 8690 § I0 (pan),

~964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 4 § 5~05, 1952.)

1,. s I’t
MAINTENANCE

Sections:
20.32.640 Injuring or removing sewers or equipment.
20.32.650 Dumping ofeffluent -- Conditions.
20.32.660 Manholes -- Opening or entering prohibited.
20.32.670 Manholes -- Cleaning required after dumping effluent.
20.32.680 Reconnection following violations -- Conditions ~ Cost

reimbursement.
20.32.690 Reimbursement for repairs and maintenance following

violations.

20.32.640 Injuring or removing sewers or equipment..An unauthorized
person shall not remove or cause to be removed, or injure or cause to be injured.

[ ....any portion of any public sewer, sewage pumping plant, water pollution control
plant, or any appurtenances thereto. (Ord. 8690 § I0 (pan). 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 5 ’
Ch. 5 § 5501, 1952.)

20-60

R0032987



20.32.650

20.32.650 Dumping of effluent -- Conditions. The county en~neer may
permit operators ofcesspool pump trucks holding a valid cenificat~ of registration
issued by the county health officer to dispose of septic tank, seepage pit or cesspool
effluent which does not contain harmful concentrations ofindusmal liquid wastes,
oils, greases, or other deleterious substances, into certain designated manholes.
O~rators may dump into the special facilities provided for the purpose at a county
sewer maintenance yard upon payment of the fee specified in Section 20.3Z290. No
person shall dump such effluent in any manhole other than those designated by the
county engineer. The county engineer may refuse to accept such effluent if it fails to
meet the aforementioned requirements. (OrcL I0020 § 4 (pan), 1970: Ord. 8690 § I0
(pan), 1964: Ord. 7314 § 11 (part), 1958: Ord. 6130 Part 5 Ch. 5 § 5503, 1952.)

20.32.660 Manholes -- Opening or entering prohibited. An unauthorized
person shall not open or enter, or cause to be opened or entered, for any purpose
whatsoever, any manhole in any public sewer. (OrcL 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 5 § 5502, 195Z)

20.32.670 Manholes -- Cleaning required after dumping effluent. When
septic tank, seepage pit or cesspool effluent is dumped into a specified manhole
under permission from the county engineer, it shall be discharged through a pipe or
hose in a manner such that none of the effluent shall be left adhering to the sides or
shelf of the manhole, and if any such effluent is inadvertently allowed to adhere to
the sides or shelf of the manhole, the manhole shall be thoroughly cleaned with cl~r
water. (Ord. 8690 § I0 (pan), 1964: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 5 § 5504, 195~_)

20.32.680 Reconnection following violations -- Conditions -- Cost reim-
bursement. Whenever an industrial connection sewer has been disconnected from
the public sewer by the county engineer for failure to comply with the provisions of
this Division 2. reconnection shall be made only upon issuance of a permit as
elsewhere in this division provided. Before such permit is issued, the applicant shall
reimburse the county for the cost of the disconnection made, and the county
engineer may require the installation of a manhole for the purrose of measuring the
flow, or for making l~riodic tests of the wastes from such connection. (OrcL 6130
Part 5 Ch. 5 § 5505, 1952.)

20.32.690 Reimbursement for repairs and maintenance following vio-
lations. Whenever an industrial sewer connection permittee by reason ofviolation
of Section 20.26.400 of this code, or any other ~rson by reason of violation of
Section 20.32.640, causes obstruction, damage or destruction of a public sewer, or
any appurtenances thereto, or pumping plants or water pollution control plants in
connection therewith, he shall r~imburse the county sewer maintenance district in
which damage occurred for the cost of flushing, cleaning, repainng and reconstruc.
tion of such sewer or facility, made necessary by such violation, within .30 days after
the county engineer has rendered an invoice for the same. The amount when paid
shall be deposited into the fund of the said maintenance district. (OrcL 8690 § I0
(pan), 1964: Oral. 6130 Pan 5 Ch. 5 § 5~06, 1952.)
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1. Permits
2. Fees and Deposits
3. Dischm’ge to Public Sewers
4. Other Methods of Dispo~/
$. Tresanent Plants tad F.scill~Jes

PERMITS

Sections:
20.36.010 Discharge of offensive or damaging substances prohibir~-d.
20.36.015 Dilution prohibited.
20.36.020 Construction of new industrial buildings -- Information

20.36.030 Construction of new industrial buildings -- Building permit
issuance l)rerequisites.

20.36.031 Construction of facilities connecting to a STEP system--
Information and building permit prerequisites.

20.36.040 I~rmit to discharge industrial waste -- Issuance conditions.
20.36.050 Change of facts -- Notification to county engineer_
20.36.060 Revised permit -- Application required when.
20.36.065 Expiration of apl)lication.
20.36.070 Grant or denial -- Notice to
20.36.080 Hearing -- Time limit for request.
20.36.090 Hearing -- Notice requirements.
20.36.100 Hearing -- Conduct -- Board determination authority.
20.26. ! 10 Failure to obtain permit deemed violation when.
20.36.120 Successor in interest -- New permit requirecL
20.36.125 Interim permit -- Ongoin~ discharge.
20.36.130 Permit not transferable from o~ location to another.
20.36.135 Monitoring and samplm$ -- Pre-notification.
20.36.140 Notice to correct violauom,
20.36.150 Investigation of compl~m~
20.36.160 . Suspension of permit -- Conditions.
20.36.170 Suspension of permit -- Notice.
20.36.180 Discontinuance of discharge or deposit required when.
20.36.190 Rights of permittee following notice of violation or

suspension.

s,~. ¯ s. )0~9 20-62

R0032989



20.36.010

20.36.2~ Reinstatement of suspended permit.
20.36.21 b Revoc~on of permit -- Recommendation by county

20.36.220 Cancellation of permit m Conditions.

20.36.010 Disch=.r~e of offensive or damal~ing substances prohibited. A
person shall not d~scharge or deposit or cause or su~er to be discharged or deposited
at any t~rne or allow the continued existence of a deposit of any material which may
create a public nuisance, or menace to the public health or safety, or which may
pollute underground or surface waters, or which may cause damage to any storm-
drain channel or pubtic or private property. (Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6301, 1952-)

20.36.015 DiloOon prohibited. No person shall discha.,~e or �~use to be
discharged any water or other substance added for the purpose of diluting any
industrial waste to achieve compliance with limitations imposed by the provisions

20.36.020 Construction of new industrial buildings ~ Information
required. Every person applying for a permit pursuant to the provisions ote the
Building Code, as set out at "fide 26 ofthis code, for construction ot’a new industrial
building or for an addition or alteration to an existing industrial building shall
furnish to the county engineer such plans, information, data, statements or
vits as the county engineer may require for determination of the nature ~nd
quantity of industrial waste involved and the facilities to be provided for the
disposal thereof. (Ord. 6130 Pact 6 Ch. 3 § 6302 1952-)

20.36.030 Construedon of new industrial buildings-- Building permit issu-
=ace prerequisites. An application for a permit pursuant to the Building Code to
construct a new industrial building or for an addition or alteration to an existing
industrial building will not be approved until provision has been made for the
installation of such pretreatment facilities and disposal methods or both as, in the
opinion of the county engineer, are necessary to carry out the provisions and intent
of this Division 2. (Ord. 6130 Pm’t 6 Ch. 3 § 6303, 1952.)

20.36.031 Consu’uction of facilities connecting to a STEP system ~ Infor-
marion and building permit prerequisites. Every person applying for a permit
pursuant to the provisions ofthe Building Code as set forth in Title 26 of this code,
or the Los Angeles County Plumbing Code. as set forth in Title 28 of this code, for
the construction of any facility to be connected to a STEP pressure sewer system,
shall furnish to the county engineer or his designated agent such plans, information,
d~t=. statements or affidavits as the county engineer or his designated agent may
require for the determination of the nature and quantity of wastewater involved.
the facilities to be provided for the disposal thereof, and the structures or means
necessary for the protection oI’such facilities.

An application for a permit pursuant to the Building or Plumbing Codes for
facilities to be connected to a STEP pressure sewer system will not be approved
until provision has been made for the installation of such pret~eatment facilities,
including protective means and structures for those facilities, as in the opinion of
the county engineer or his designated agent are necessary to ~ out the provisions
and intent or’this Division 2. The application also will not be approved until a letter
ofwedit, cash deposit, performance bond, or other form of security acceptable to
the county engineer or his designated agent, accompanied by a right of entry release,

20-63                          Su~

R0032990



20.36.031

to a~sure the comple~ion of the pretrea~ment facifi~ie~ and ~e@ prot~ve
s~ ~ ~n ~eived by
89~6 ~ 7, 1989.)

20~6.~0 ~it to d~e ~d~ ~te
~e ~or may ~ue a ~t coning ~o~ or con~o~ or
ad~on to ~o~ ~ommend~ by ~e coun~
e~g ~it by ~e ad~on of or elim~a~on of such conditions ~d
~ may ~ n~es~ to accomplish
cove~g ~e ~sch~e de.sit or ~s~ of~es o~er ~an to
he sh~ include ~ ~mi~ons and con~o~ ~ommend~ by ~e �oun~ h~
o~ce~

B. ~i~ ~or the ~h~e ofind~
¯ e ~um ~i~ible ~ office.

C. ~e divot may im~ a
o~ five y~ whe~ ~e d~or dete~ines such a
compliance ~ ~I appli~ble ~ws ~d r~u~ons gove~ing ~e
ind~ ~te~ Appli~bon f~ ~ne~l o~such a ~it
¯an 180 ~D p~or to ~e expi~on ~te of~e exis~ng ~iL (Or~ 8~I01 ~
~989: ~ I~20 ~ 3 (~n), 197~ Or~ 6130

20~6.050 ~ge of fa~
ha~ng a ~it issued pu~nt to
~thin five ~ys shall noti~ ~e counw en~neer in ~ting of any ch~ge in ~y
fa~ which ~ ~uired to ~ s~ted
1956: Or~ 6130 ~n 6 Ch. 3

2036.060 Re~ ~it
submi~ to ~e county en~neer an appli~fion for ~d indus~ ~te dis~
~it and ob~n approval prior to effe~ng ~y of~e foEo~ng ~te~e
con~fio~:

& ~ge in meth~
B. Ch~ge in dis~l ~int for non~we~ d~h~e;
C. Change in disch~e volume aff~ng trea~em or s~o~ge fa~lifi~;
D. C~nge in chancier of~e ~te ~h~e. (Or~ 11716 ~ 41, 1978: Or~

6130 ~ 6 Ch. 3 ~ 6323, 195Z)

20~6.065 Expiation of a¢piimfion. An appli~tion for an indus~al
dis~o~ ~e~it for which no ~i~ is issue~ within 180 ~ys follo~ng ~e ~te
acpli~tion submittal shall expire by limi~tion. The appli~tion an~ other infor-
mauon submitted may the~a~er
dir~tor may exten~ the time for a~ion by the appti~nt for a ~ not to ex~
180 ~ys upon ~tten request by ~e a~l~cant sho~ng that circumstances ~i~tly
~late~ to the pr~essing of~e appli~tion but ~von~ the control of the applier
have ~revented a~on from being token. In order ~o renew action on an appli~don
after expi~on, ~e a~plic~t shall ~submit all nec~ applica~on fo~ and
other ~a and pay a new appli~tion fee and plan renew fee. No appii~lion sh~l
~ extended more ~n once. (Or~ 89~101 ~ 27, 1989: Ord. 8~I09 ~ 3, 1984.)
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20.36.070 Grant or denial m Notice to appl;cant. A. The county engineer
sh~ either grant or deny a permit wifl~in 30 days a~e~ a~ fe~, as provided in
Division 2, have been p~id and upon the receipt of the application complete with all
supplemental data.

B. The county engineer shall immediately notify the applicant whenever
he grant~ a permit, deme~ a permit, gran~ a permit subject to ~ecial conditio-� or
Imutations" or add~ to or elimmate~ any conditions or limitation~ of In exi.~.in$
permit. (Oral. 7519 § 4 (part), 1959: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6305, 19~2.)

20.36.080 Hearing-- That limit for request. Within 30 day~ alter receipt of
notice of dem~l of a permit, g~-anting of a permit subjec~ to conditions or limita-
tions, or the addition of conditions or limitations to an e~ting permit, the
applicant or permit’tee may file with the board a written demand for a public
hearing. Ifhe doe~ not do ~o, he shall be deemed to have consented to the action of
the county engineer, and such action sha~I be final. (Oral. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 §6308,
19~2.)

20.36.090 Hearing -- Notice requirements. Within 30 days after applica.
tion for a hearing has been requested, the board shall give notice or" the time and
place or’public hearing~ to the applicant or permittee, the county engineer, and the
county health . ¯officer when matter~ penmnmg to public health are involved, at least
l0 days in advance of the date set for such hearing. (Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6317,
1952.)

20.36,100 Hearing -- Conduct -- Board determination authority.. After a
public hearing requested by an applicant or a permittee, the board may:.

A. Confirm the action of the county engineer in denying a permit or
i~suance of a permit subject to special conditions and limitations;

B. Instruct the county engineer to issue a permit without conditions or
limitations, or with such speciaJ conditions and limitation~ as the board may
designate;

C. Continue suspension of an existing permit invoked by the counly
engineer pending correclion or’objectionable conditions by the permittee;

D. Remove the suspension of an existing permit invoked by the county
engineer pending correction or’objectionable conditions by the permittee;

miu E. Deny that objectionable conditions exist and reinstate an existing per-
K Revoke an existing permit on any of the following gcounde:

I. Failure of the permittee to correct conditions a~ required by the
county engineer,

2. Conditions which would justify the denial of a permit,
3. Fraud or deceit was employed ~n the obtaining of a permit,
4. Any other violation of this Division 2 or of any permit, license or

exception granted hereunder. (Oral. 6130 Pan 6 C’h. 3 § 6318, 1952.)

20.36,110 Failure to obtain permit deemed violation when. A person who i.~
required to, but does not have a permit and who has been notified by the county
engineer that he is required to obtaJn a permit pursuant to the provisions of ~
Division 2 sha.[i immediately submit to the county, engineer an application and fee
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~ r~uL,~! by ~ Div~ion 2 for ~uch permit, and sl~l ~ ~d
~o~do~. ~ to do ~ sh~ co~mte a ~l ~o~don of ~ ~on 2.
(Or~ 7519 ~ 4 (p~), 1959: Or~ 6130 ~ 6 ~. 3 ~ 6310, lg~z)

20~6A20 Su~or ~ ~te~t -- New ~e~t r~ ~e Su~r
~e or inte~ ofa ~mises for w~ch a ~it had ~o~ly ~n
~e ~ ~e ~ enter a new ~t ap~on, ~ a~r~
~ro~sions of S~on 20.36.320 or S~on 20.36.490, ~in 30 ~ ~r

o~uon ~d ~ p~c~ comply ~ ~e ~o~ of~ ~ion
coun~ en~n~r, u~n ~ipt of ~e f~s he~ina~er ~u~ s~ ~ue such
~i~ (Or~ 11716 ~ 39, 1978: Or~ 7010 $1 (~), 1956: O~ 6541
6130 ~ 6 ~ 3 $ 6319.$, 195Z)

2036A25 Interim psrmit -- Ongoing dhch~e. U~n ~ei~t of an
appli~on for a ~it for an ongoing ~isch~e, ~ in~m ~t may ~ ~u~
by ~e dire~or to ~low ~e �on~n~tion of such disch~e cluing ~e ap~li~on

¯ ~or dete~in~ ~at ~e contin~tion ofsuch d~c~e d~ not
~e~Hmen~ to ~e public h~l~ and ~fe~. (Or~ 89~101 ~ 28, 1989.)

20~6.~30 ~it aot ~sfe~ble from one l~don to ~o~er. ~i~
i~ue~ under th~s chapter ~ not ~nsfenble from one l~don to ano~er,
discha~e of w~tes sh~ ~ made ~ly in accor~ ~ ~ P~sio~ con.
~ined in ~e ~i~ at the i~tion ~ifi~ly des~t~ ~e~in. (~& 6541
1954; Oral. 6130 ~ 6 Ch. 3 ~ 6320, 195~)

20~6.135 ~Ionito~g and sampling -- ~nodfi~on, ~y
~qui~d by ~e die.or, by pe~i~ or othe~se, to en~ge in ~ic monho~ng
or ~mpling ofa discha~e sh~l nodQ the director by ~elephone at l~t 48 ho~
advance ofany monitonng or ~pling to ~ done. ~or to ~e commen~ment
any ~mpling or monito~ng, ~e dir~or may ~quest ~at ~e ~ttee fu~ish
di~ctor a split ~mple ~d ~1 supping ~ ~ch ~itz~ sh~l submh to
die.or, certified under ~nalty of ~u~ by ~ ~iu~, i~ monizo~ng and
~mpling re~ or other ~qu~t~ ~. (Ord. 89~I01 ~ 29, 1989.)

20~6~ No~ to ~ ~olafions. ~ ~e coun~ en~n~r may ~e
nodce of violation upon ~e ~rson o~ng or o~dng p~mi~s d~bing the
condi~ons and r~uinng prompt ~ion ~e~of, when he finds ~c

I. Ind~tnal w~te, e~uen~ or ~v o~er mate~ is ~ing ~n-
~ned, discha~ed or de~si~ed in such a manner ~ to ~te, or if ~lowed to
continue ~II ~te. any one or mo~ of~e foIlo~ng condido~

~ A public n~ce,
b. A me~ to the public ~e~,
�. Pollution ofunde~ound or su~ace
d. Adve~e eff~ or ~age to any public ~wer, sto~ ~n,

channel, or public or p~vate pro~y: or
2. ~e pe~ittee has failed to confo~ ~ conditions or limi~do~

of any pe~it ~sued in accor~nce ~th ~s Div~ion 2;

2~6
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20.36.140

3. The indus’trial waste cLisposal permit was issued in error, or on theba~s of inCOrrec[ ~nfor/l~tiOO suppLi~L, or m violation of any orcLinanc~, hw or
re1~latiom

B. Failure to comply with      ¯
this Di’cision 2. (Ord. 8~-0109 § 4, .s~u~ch..a..ou.ce. s__ha~l_ constitute a wilful violation of

¯ ~. urcL I1716 § 36, 1978: Ord. 7519 § 419~9: Ord. 6130 Pa~ 6 Ca. 3 § 6309, 1952.)

20.36.150 In*estigatioa of complaints _ Correction of violations.
Notwithstanding any exception mentioned in this Division 2, the coum7 ens~aeer
sha//promptly investigate every complaint charging violation of any of the provi-
sions of this Division 2, and shall rake action
(Oral. 6130Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6304, 1952.)      to correct any violation discovered.

20.36.160 Snspension of permit -- Conditions. When the conditions
described in Section 20.36.140 are so aggravated that immediate c~ssation of
ope~tion is necess~y and the �ounty engineer so fin(~, he shal/suspend the
permit. He shall serve notice of such suspension on the permk~ee. The county
engineer may also suspend a permit if objectionable conditions listed in a notice
correct, served in accordance with Section 20.36.140, are not corre~ed witl~in the
time specified in such notice. (Ord. 7519 § 4 (pan), 19~9: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ca. 3 §
6311,

20.36./70 Suspension of permit-- Notice. The county engineershal/
imme-¯ a[ely notify the permittee of suspension of permit or recommendation

bo~d tbal such Permit be revoked, or both. (OrcL 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6313, 1952,)

20.36.180 DLscon~inu~nce of dLsch~r~e or deposit reqnired when. A ~’son
whose permit has been suspended, or who has been notified of violation, as
provided in this Division 2, shall immediately discontinue the deposit or discharge
of industrial waste, sewage, or effluent, or use of any described facility,
resume such deposi~ or discharge, or use of the described fac~lity,    and sha/l not

unit! a permit hasbeen issued or reinstated by the county engineer or board as hereinafter pros4ded.
Fai!ure so to do shall constitute wilful violation of this Division 2. (Oral. 7519 ~ 4
(pan), 19~9: Oral. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6314,

:20.36./90 Rights o£ permit~ee fo/lowin~ notice of violation or suspension.Within the time specified in the no~ice of violation or suspension, the permittee

A. Correc~ and remedy the conditions so specified, to the satisfaction ofthe
county engineer, or

B. File with the board a denial that all of the conditions so specified
request a public heanng, and correct the conchuons wh,ch the Permittee admits do
exist; or

C. File wi..~ the b.oard a denial tha~ any of the condit, ons so specified
and request a pubhc heanng. (Ord. 8690 § 12 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3
631~,

20.36.200 Reinstatsment of suspended permit. The county engineer shall
reinstate a suspended permk when atl violations are corrected and all fees required
b.v trois Division 2 have been paid. (Oral. I1716 § 37, 1978: Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 3
6316, 19~2.)

20-67
Su~. ¯ ~.
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20.36.H0 Revocation of pemit -- Recommendation by ~unty engineer.
The count7 engineer may recommend xo the board that a permk be revoked. (Oral.
7519 § 4 (l:~rt), 1959: Or~ 6130 Part 6 Ch. 3 § 6312, 1952.)

20.36.220 Cancellation of permit -- Conditions. A. A person own~g or
operating premises con~in.ing tndus~al waste u’catment or disposal facilities
operated under a valid permit ~ued under the provisions of this Division 2 may
~le a written request with the county engineer to cancel such permit upon termina.
tion of operations. Upon receipt of such a request, the county engineer shall

_ investigate and cancel the permit if he dezermines that:
I. All industrial-waste producing operations have ceased;
2. Any industrial waste treatment facilities have been rendered

inoperable to prevent further use;
3. All permits to abandon or disconnect, as may be required by the

Plumbing Code, have been obtained;
4. Any industrial wastes remaining on the premises’ have been

removed to a legal point of disposal;
5. All fees require6 by this Division 2 due up to the date of request for

cancellation have been paid.
B. Should the county engineer deny a request for a permit cancellation, the

owner or operator of any facilities required by the permit shall maintain these
facilities in good operating condition and pay all fees required by this Division 2 to
maintain a vafid permit. (Ord. I1716 § 40, 1978: Oral. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 3 § 6321, 1952.)

Part2

FEES AND DEPOSITS

Sections:
20.36.230 Industrial wa~e disposai permit -- Application fee --

Schedule.
20.36.240 Successor in interest or revision -- Application fee,
20.36.245 Industrial waste plan review -- Fee schedule.
20.36.250 Annual inspection fee -- Scheduling and billing.
20.36.260 Classes of businesses, processes and industries for plan review

and inspection fee.
20.36.265 Wastewater sampling and analysis fee.
20.36.270 Miscellaneous services
20.36.280 Annual inspection fee, wastewater sampling and analysis fee

and miscellaneous service fee -- Payment ~ime
for delinquency.

20.36.290 Annual inspection fee -- Refund conditions.
20.36.295 Annual review of fees.

20_~6.230 Indusu’~al waste disposal permit-- Application fee-- Schedule.
The director shall collec~ a permit a~l~iication tee, as set for’~ in the schedule below,
for each al:l~licat~on received. Such fee shall be separate and allan from any fee or
deposit collected t’or indusma~ waste plan r~view or imposed under provisions of
the Plumbing Code, set out in Title 28, or other county ordinance or regulation, or

Supg. ¯ ~. 10-19 20-68
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20.36.230

by reason of any license, agreement or contrac~ bet~,een the applicam and other
public agency. Such application fee shall not be refundable even though the applica-
tion be denied except as provided in Section 20.28.070.

Industrial Waste Disposal Fee
Permit Type New Permit l~evised Permit

Sewer disposal $177.00 $11~.00
On-site disposal 277.00 167.00
Off-site disposal 263.00 158.00

(Ord. 89-0101 § 30, 1989: Ord. 84-0109 § 5, 1984: OrcL 81-0043 § 6,1981: Ord. 11716 §
42, 1978: Ord. 86904 12 (pan), 1964: Ord. 7519 § 4(part), 1959: Ord. 6130 Part 6 C’h.
4,.02, 1952.)

20.36.240 Successor in imeres~ or ~isi~n ~ Appli~ton fee.’l’~e appii~-
~ion fee for a permit application by a suc~sor
~J~z the succeedin~ opera~ion is e~.sentially the same as the pre,.’~in~ permiv, ed
opera~ion in quan~.ity, sh’en~th and method of disposal for indu.s~rial ~aste~ lener-
ated~ shall be the amount set forth in Section 20.36.230 for permit revision. (Oral.
89-0101 § 31, 1989: Oral. 84-0109 § 6, 1984: OrcL 11716 § 48, 1975: Ord. 6130 ~ 6
C’h. 4 § 6408, 1952.)

20.36.245 Industrial waste plan reHew
shall collect a plan review fee, as set forth in the schedule below, for each set of plans
received for any single site or location. Such tee shall be separate and apart from any
tee or deposit collected t’or any permit or inspection or imposed by any other county
ordinance or regulation. Such plan review fee shall be applied to any submittal
required by the director pursuant to this Division 2 and shall not be refundable
even though the submittal be rejected or the projecz terminated except as provided
in Section 20.28.070.

Disl~s~l Method
Plan Review Sewer          On-site          Off-site

Fee Class New Re~ision New Re~ision New ReHsiou

I $268.00 $210.00 $ 363.00 $282.00 $29~00 $210.00
2 335.00 258.00 454.00 349.00 359.00 258.00
3 421.00 325.00 579.00 445.00 454.00 325.00
4 464.00 359.00 641.00 492.00 502.00 359.00
5 679.00 521.00 947.00 731.00 741.00 521.00
6 870.00 669.00 I~,224.00 942.00 951.00 669.00

B. The director may impose a reinstatement tee or" one-half of the plan
review tee if’the applicant tail,, to correc~ any plans or submittal upon written notice
of correction or request for additional information b.v the director a~er three
attempts have been made to g~in such correction. (OrcL 89-0101 § 32, 1989.)

20.36.2~0 Annual inspection fee n Scheduling and biIlin~. A. For each
industrial waste disposal permit issued by the director, an annual inspec6on fee as

¯
20-69                        s~
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20.36.250
T7

determined by tee schedule below and Section 20.36.260, Table I, shall be due and
payable to tee cLirector aaaually, m advance, on a billing daze to be determined by
the dire~or.

v

Insi~on Fe~ ~ F~ -r
A $ 92.OO
B 184.00
C 275.00
D 367.00
E
M 1,102.00

B. Immediately upon issuance of a new ~rmi~, the perrnittee shall be billed
a percentage of tEe above inspection fee, determined by tee days remaining in the                 "" ""
billing period~ as scheduled below:.

Days Remaiaing in Billing Period Percent of Fee Due
1-- 60 0~

61 -- 120 25%
121 -- 210 50~
211 -- 300 75% ~’
301 --365 100%

C. The annual inspection fee shall be increased by an additional S138.00 for
each approved rainwater diversion system. (Ord. 89-0101 § 33, 1989: OrcL 84-0109 §
7, 1984: Ord. 81-0043 § 7, 1981: OrcL 11716 § 43, 1978: OrcL 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 4 § 6403,1952.)          ~-~

and insp~’tinn fee. Plan ~view and insi~ction classes shall be establi.~ed in
accordance with Table I. The ¢l~es for any b~iness, pr~:ess, indusu-y or r~iden-
tial STEP system connec’~ion not ~ted in Table I shall t~. determined by the
director using Table I as a guide. Table I

Plan Review Inspection
Class        Class

Agricultural Production, Food Processing
HandLing

~nima/slaughtering (except fowl) 3 DBakery plants 2 C
Beverages, canning and bottling 2 C
Breweries, wineries 3 DCanned and preserved fruits and vegetables 3 BCold storage and refrigeration plant~ 1 A
Dairies and dairy products 2 D
Food markets 1 A

su~. ¯ ~. Io49 20-70
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Frozen food~
2 B~ Hydropo~c

P̄oultry 3 E~p~ m~ ~ul~ ~d fi~h ~u~ 2 C~blic eating places and plant cafete~as
(inclu~g S~P ~stem ~nn~o~) l ARen~g 3Su~r ~d conf~on~
V~e~ble fa~ ~d o~ 2 BV~e~ble ~g 3 D

Minin~ M~nfa~g

~ en~n~, ~ ~d a~d~
3 C~muni~on and expIosiv~ 2 D,~p~t and ~p~

mg 3 E"N~ fa~hi. 4
lug mills                                   4           E

~ ~t mills ~out dy~ag 1 A’.~ C~m~nt m~ufa~u~ng 3 BC~i~ 2 D~emi~ m~
*NC~ fa~li~ 6~emi~ pl~u

5 E"NC~ fa~i~ 6 MC~ting, el~pla~ ending ~d

*N~ fa~es 4 E
~ MCon~¢~e batch p~n~
2 DCu~ s~one and aone

El~c power gcnc~on pI~ ex~pt ~e-
t~ne~ fa~ 3 B*NCPS fa~li~ 4 E~ameled pr~u~

2 B*NCPS fac~ 4 EG~ded missile, space vehicle, ~ ve~cle
propulsion un~ ~d propulsion unit
Iron and s~eel lounges ~d h~t ~ti~g

4 D*NCPS fa~lities 5 ELinoleum, ~phalt-felt-base ~d o~er ~d-
su~ace ~oor cove~n~ 2Me~ fabn~on (no chemi~ ~t~)

I B
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Metals -- with chemical wastes (not otherwise ~’~
�la~sified) I A*NC’PS facilities 4 EMetals -- with no chemical wastes (not other-

Tv.~se classified)
lMotor vehicle parts and accessories 2 BMotor vehicles, vehicle bodies and trailen 3 BMusical instruments (metal) 2Non-metals -- with chemical wastes (not oth-

erwise c~ssified) 3 D°NCPS facilities 4 ENon-metals -- with no chemical wastes (not
otherwise classified) i A "" ""Oil field production

2"NCPS facilities 3 DPaint manufacturing 3 D"NCPS facilities 4 EPa~r manufacturin$
"NCPS facilities

4~aper producls
2 B ~’*NCPS facilities 4 EPesticides 4 D°NCPS facilities

Petroleum refining and processing 5 E°NCPS facilities 6 M :-Pharmaceuticals
"NCPS facilities 5 EPhotographic equipment and supplies 2Pottery, china, earthenware, porcelain and

related producz.s
2 CPrimary smelting and refining of nonferrous

metals
3°NCPS. faciJities 4 EPrinted cireuit boards
4 E°NCPS facilities 5 MQ~arrying and rock crushing
4 DRailroad equipment
2 BRoiling, drawing and extruding nonf’erm~

metals
2°NCPS facilities 3 DRubber and plastics pruduc-,s
3*NCPS facilities 4 ESand and gravel washing and screening
3 DSecondary smelling and refining or’nonferrous

metals
*NC’PS facilities 2

3 DSemiconductor and related devices 3 D°NCPS facilities 4 ESilverware. plateqware and stainless steelw-~re 4 E°NCPS faciliLies 5 M
su~. ¯ ~. io4, 20-72
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Spray.painting shops 1 AS~I springs manufacturiag 3 E=NCPS facilities 4 M
O

Tanning and wool pulling 3 D*NCPS facilities 4 ETextile mills, treating and dyeing 4 D

L
°NCPS facilities 5 EWood fabrication (no chemical wastes) 1 A

Retail Trade tad Services (Indudiag
STEP System Connections)

services 1 BAutomotive repair 1 CBoule and can washing 2 BCar wash 1 CChemical laboratories 1 B
Cleaners, retail I BCommercial laundries (not coin-operated) 2 BCooperages 3 DDry cleaning plants 2 DFilm processing plants 2Film processing, retail 1 A UKennels, dog and cat hospitals 1 AMarine service 2 C nSchools, churches and institutions 1 AService stations ~ incidental car washing,

Urepairs and maintenance 1 ATank truck interior washing 2 D nTruck repair and exterior washing 1 C
U

Waste Dispesal Facilities

Cogeneration facilities (not other~dse classi-
fied 2 CHazardous waste treatment, recycling, storase
and transfer facilities 6 MInjection wells, non-oilfield wastes (liquids) 3 MLandfill gas recovery facilities 6 MLiquid waste storage and transfer facilities,
nonhazardous 4 EOpen facilities, not used I ASolid-waste transfer, re~icling and cornposting

jrfacilities 3 D-Solid-waste incinerators 6 MWaste-to-energy facilities 6 M

20-73 s.p~ ¯ s. m4,
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DLr--~or -.y ch.rg. ~. dL.~.rg., . ,. 0~8,3. ~o, ,~

8~p~es tek~ fr~ ~ dls~arger. (0~. OJ-010Z J3S, lJlJ)

~s. ~ sot ~or~ ~ Table IX ~1~, 8~1

~toa of pretree~t
~r~t to S~ 20.3~.~20

~e~-up pl~ to ~rr~
release of ~s~rA~ meade,
de~s1~

�le~-up pl~ rev~ ~d app~,

x~tl~ tot ~A~ ~ f~ ~
LfldLcet~

pr~A~ly e~ pl~, ~r ~

10.~6.180 ~ X~A~ t~.
~ys£s f~ ~ ~sc~l~ se~l~

~ctAon 20.3~.2S0 ot Se~A~ 20.3~.270 o~
s~pl~g ~ ualysls fees re~Ar~ W

~ due ud ~yable ~ ~ blll~g date as osteblAsh~

~Ad vA~ 30 cal~dat da~s fr~

lO-~rcent ~lty ~ for each 30-day ~rL~ ~y~ ~ bl~
data ~8t ~ ~ 18 ~e. Pe~l~ for w~
is del~ for SO days or ~re 8~ ~e~
provAd~ ~ Soc~A~ 20.36.160. (~d. IJ-0101
A1716 S46, lJTl: Ord. 6130 Part 6 ~. 4 S6406, lJsl)

2~74
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20.36.300

20.36.450 Ground ~-bage.

20.36.300 Application of P~ 3 provisions. The provisions ofthis Pa.q 3 of
Chapter 20.36 shalJ pert,xin to the disposal ofindus~al waste to the public sewer
only. (Ord. 7519 § 3 (part), 1959: Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. I § 6101, 1952.)

20.36.310 Permit-- Required when. A. A person shall obnln a permit f~om
the county engineer prior to the discharge of industrial waste to a public sewer_

B. The county engineer shall not g3"ant such a permit unless he finds that
sufficient capacity exists in the public sewer to allow for such industriaJ w~ste, as
determined by the requirements of Section 20.32.080.

C. A separate permit shall be required for each connection discha~ing
industrial wastes to the public sewer.

D. For the purpose of this section, discharges resulting from garbage grind-
ers powered by motors of one horsepower or less, and grease interceptors installed
in restaurants in accordance with the provisions of the Los Angeles County Plumb-
ing Code where such fa~ities are not required by other provisions of this DivLsion
2, are not considered to be industrial waste discharges.

E. A person shall obtain a permit from the county engineer to maintain an
existing but nonused industrial waste connection to the public sewer. The annuaJ
inspectxon fee for such permit shall be the same as that for Inspec’don Fee Class A.
The conne~inn shall be removed upon the expiration or revocation of such permit
pursuant to the criteria established by Section 20.36.220. (Ord. 84-0109 § 8, 1984:
Ord. I1716 § 28, 1978: Ord. 104320 § 3 (part), 1970:. Ord. 7519 § 3 (part), 1959: Ord.
6982 § II, 1956: Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. I § 610Z 1952.)

20.36.320 Permit -- Application forms -- Information required. A. The
director shall provide printed application forms for the permit required by this Part
3, indicating thereon the information to be furnished by the applicant. In conjunc-
tion therewith, the applicant may be required to furnish the following:

I. The name and address of the applicant;
2. The name and address ofthe discharger:,

take place; 3. The address or location of the premises where the discharge will
4. The Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) of the discharger,
5. Information with respect to constitutents and characteristics of

wastewater proposed to be discharged, including but not limited to those referred to
in this ~ 3. Sampling and analysis shall be performed in accordance with
procedures established by the EPA pursuant to Seaion 304(g) of the Act and
contained in 40 CF’R, Part 136, as amended, and by labo,’-atones certified by the
s~ate of California. In the absence ofa s~ate ce~fication process, the director may
certify a laboratory to perform necessary sampling and analysis;

6. Time and duration of the proposed discharge or discharges;
7. Average daily and five-minute peak wastewater flow rates, incud-

ing da~ly, rnon~ly and seasonal variation, if any;
8. Each byproduct waste or’the discharges by ~pe, amount and rate

of production;
9. Site plans, floor plans, mechanical and plumbing plans and details

to show all sewers, storm ~rains, connections and appurtenances by their size,
locauon and elevation;
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10. De.~..n’iption of activities, facilities and l~lam processes on the
applic~m’s premises, including all polluun~ which could be discharged;

I I. Dera!led plans showing pre~atment facilities, sampling facilities,
uncontrolled discharge containment faciLities, and operating procedures;

12. Identification of the nature and concentration of any polIutam
located at the premises of the discharger (and/or applicant if different) if that
poflutam is prohibited from discharge uader t, his Part 3, or any proposed discha~e
which is regulated by any applicable local limit, plus a statement specifying whether
the specific limitations set forth in ~id local Limits are being met, end, if not, what
operation and maintenance (O&M) or preu"eatrnent is proposed by the discharger
to cause compliance;

13. The shortest time scheduled by which the discharger shall provide
the nece~ary additional pretreatment or O&M, if additional pretreatment or O&M
will be required to meet the regulations in this Division 2. Any completion date in
such a proposed schedule shall not be later than the compliance date established by
the applicable regulations. The schedule shall provide for reporting inc~ments in
prog~s.s in the form of dates for commencement and completion of major events
leading to the construction and operation ofadditional pretreatment necessary for
the discharger to meet the applicable regulation (e.g., hiring an engineer, complet.
ing preliminary and final plans, executing contract for major component.s, com-
mencing construction, completing construction);

14. Each product of the discharger by type, amount, and rate of pro-
duction;

15. Type and amount of raw materials processed by the discharger
(average and maximum per day);

16. Number of employees, hours of operation of plant, and hours of
operation of the proposed pretreatment system;

17. Copies of any current NPDES pemit, South Coast Air QuaJiw
Management District permit, Regional Water Quality Control Board permit,
depa.nmem business plan, health department license end State Department of
Health Services permit for the subject premises;

18. The name, business address and motor vehicle driver’s license
number of the authorized representative;

19. Any other information deemed by the director to be necessa~ to
evaluate the permit application.

The application shall be signed under penalty of perjury by the authorized
representative of the discharger.

B. For the purpose of this section, the director may utilize joint permit
application forms under agreements es=bhshed w~th other public agencies as
provided in Section 20.28.090. (Ord. 89-0101 § 39, 1989: Ord. 11716 § 29, 1978:
I0276 § l, 1971: Ord. 7010 § I (part), 1956: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. I § 610~, 1952.)

20.36.330 Permit m Issuance conditions. If it appears from the application
and supporting information submitted for any permit required by this chapter that
the proposed disposal complies wRh the provisions of this Division 2 and other
applicable laws and ordinances, the county engineer, upon receipt of the fees
hereina~er required, shall issue such permit. (Ord. I1716 § 30, 1978: Ord. 6130 Part
6 Ch. I § 6105, 1952.)

20.36.340 Determination of type of liquid waste. Before granting an indus-trial waste disposal permn to any applicant, the county engineer shall determine
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20.36.340
V

either that ~e w’~e is one which w~ no~ damage or des~-oy ~he pubic ~er, or
~ ~ un~~ in~e ~ ~e cos~ ofm~te~ of~e pubic ~, or
~ or ~bit ~e ~ent of~e ~ge, or ~ one ~t ~ ~ ~de a~p~bleby P~enL (Or& 6130 ~ 6 ~ l ~ 61~, 19~)                                    L

20~ ~e~en~ ~ p~ prereq~ite to pe~t ~s~ whe~ In                   -
~o~ ~er ~� pro~s~ons o~ ~ DiHsion 2, ~e appli~nt ~or

co~o~ an~ P~ent propo~ to ~ ~ ~ ~ ~t s~ not

~y ~e ~o~ en~n~r. (O~ 6130 ~ 6 ~ 1 ~ 6107, 19~)

20~ ~it ~ Rev~on ~adJ~o~. By ~ollo~ng ~�
~o~ in ~ 1 o~is chapter, ~e ~un~ en~n~r may ~commend ~� ~v~on
o~ ~e ~r~ may ~vok~ any ~k i~ a~era public h~nL i~a pubfic
is ~u~t~ or o~e~se, ahcr ~uc inv~i~on, ~e ~

B. Condi~ons which would ]~ ~e denial o~a ~i~ or
C. Fmu~ or ~ece~t ~ cm~loy~ in obtaining ~e ~i~ or

. D.
AnY°~erv~ol~t~ono~isDi~ion2oro~ycon~itionso~any~h

in~/u~ng ~he one ~o be ~voke~ licen~ or ex~ption ~me~ he~un~e~ (~ 7519~ 19~9: Or~ 6130 ~ 6 ~. 1 ~ 6103, 19~2.)

newspa~r published in the munidpali~y in which a PO~ is l~t~ ofindmt~ nusen of ~e PO~ which, during ~e p~vious 12 mon~, ~ si~ifi~fly

U
violating appli~bie pret~atmem s~r~ or o~er pretreatmem ~qui~men~
provided in ~ C~ 403.8. ~e di~tor n~d not provide such nodfi~don ira
nodce m~dng ~l appli~ble EPA requ~men~ h~ ~en pub~shed by
o~mtor. ~e cos~ of such public notifi~tion s~ll ~ coll~ed by ~e di~c,r ~om
¯ e disch~er ~usin~ such violation ~d/or ~odfi~tion. (Or& 89~I01

20~6~?0 Disconnection following pe~it revocation. I£ a pe~it is
~voked, ~e county en~neer may ~sconnect from ~e public ~wer any indus~
conn~on sewer which ~s conne~ pu~nt to such ~iL (Or& 75[9 ~ 3,
1959: Or& 6130 ~ 6 ~. I ~ 6103.5, 195~)

20~6~80 ~e~tmen[ -- S~n~ ~d ~iteria. ~e coun~ en~n~
may establish unifo~ minimum s~n~rds and ~tena for the appii~t~on o(such
smn~rds for p~treatmem ofs~fic indus~al waste disch~. The provision
¯ is ~on shall not prohibit t~e county en~neer from ~quidng addi~ion~ p~.
~tment to accomplish the objective ofS~ion 20.36.~0. (Ord. ll?16 ~ 5~ 1978:
Or~ 6130 ~ d Ch. 1 ~ 6107.~, 195~)

20~6~90 Rainw~ter di)e~on sys~e~ ~ Author~ed whea. ~e
engineer may authorize the ins~Ilation ofa ~n~ter dive,ion system
roofing to prevem ~e discharge ofs~o~te~ to the sewer system ~he~ roofin~
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20.36.390

impractical, ~n conflic~ with existing laws or regulation, may create a ha2ardous or
unsafe working condition, or may cause undue hard.~,hip on the applicant, provid-
ing the county engineer find~ that:

A. The applicant has applied for an industrial waste dis~sal permit and
has submitted all plans md speci-qcations of the proposed system;

B. The system provides for continuous 2~-hour protection to the publi�

Lsewer system;
C. The system meets minimum operational and com~nent s~andards ts

may be established l~ursuant to Section 20.36.380; and
D. Pollution of underground or surface waters, nor damage to any streets,

gutters, storm drains, channels or any public or private property, will not be caused
by the diverted storm flows. (Ord. 11716 § 32, 1978: OrcL 6130 Part 6 Ch. 1§ 6111,
1952.)

20.36.400 Delmsit of certain substances prohibited. A person shall not
place, throw or deposit, or cause or permit to be placed, thrown or deposited in any
public sewer or main-line sewer any dead animal, offal, or garbage, fish, fruit or
vegetable waste, or other solid matters, or materials or obstructions of any kind
whatever of such nature as shall clog, obstruct or fill such sewer, or which shall                   "----
interfere with or prevent the effective use or operation thereof. A person shall not
cause or rermit to be deposited or discharged into any such sewer any water or                      -’~
sewage, or liquid waste of any kind containing chemicals, greases, oils, tars or other
matters in solution or suspension, which may clog, obstruct or fill the same, or
which may in any way damage or interfere with or prevent the effective use thereof,
or which may necessitate or require frequent repair, cleaning out or flushing of such
sewer to render the same operative, or which may obstruct or cause an unwarranted
increase in the cost of treatment of the sewage, or which may introduce into a
POTW any t)ollutant(s) which cause pass through or interference. Storrnwater
runoff shall not be discharged into a sanitary sewer. (Oral. 89-0101 § 41, 1989: Ord.
83-0092 § II, 1983: OrcL 6130 Part 6 Ch. 1 § 6108, 1952.)

20.36.402 National Categorical Pretreatment Standards (NCPS) -- Com-
pliance. Upon the promulgation of mandatory NCPS for any industrial sub-
category, the NCPS, if more restrictive than limitations impose~ by this division,
shall apply. The director may iml~ose a phased compliance schedule to insure that
alleged industries meet the I~CPS. Failure to meet the phased compliance schedule
may result in permit suspension or revocation. Those dischargers subject to NCPS
shall comply with all reporting r~quirements in accordance with the General
laretreatment Regulations for Existing and New Sources of Pollution (Title 40,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 403). Facilities subject to this division and
regulated by joint permits issued in conjunction with other agencies pursuant to
Secuon 20.28.090 may meet the requirements of this section as set forth in such
joint permit and by furnishing such evidence of compliance as may be required by                   ~,~
the director. (Ord. 89-0101 § 42, 1989.)                    "

20.36.404 Compliance with local limits. No person shall introduce or cause                  ~’--’--
to be introduced wastewater to the sewer system or a POTW that exceeds specific
local limits which have been developed by the receiving POTW. Said local limits
shall not apply where more restrictive limitations are imposed by permit or
National Categorical Pretreatment Standards. (OrcL 89-0101 § 43, 198"9.)
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20.36.410

20.36.410 Toxic substances. All to.~ic chemical subs~nces shall be retained
or r~ndered acceptable before discharge into the public sewer. (Oral. 6130 Pan 6
1 § 6114, 1952.)

20.36.420 Control of pH. No person shall discharge acids or alkali materials
into the public sewer un~I the pH has been controlled to a level not less ~h~n 6.0 nor
at or higher than a level which the dL, ec~or finds excessive. No discharge sh~l
any corrosive or demmental cha~c~enstics that may cause injury to wa.stew~er
treatmenk inspection or malmenance personnel or may cause d,~rmge to su’uc.
tures, equipment or other physical facilioes of the public sewer system. (Oral. 89-
0101 §44, 1989: Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. l §6113, 195Z)

public sewer effluent exceeding a temperature of 140 degrees Fahrenheit or which
will exceed 104 degrees Fahrenheit at the Imint of entry into the POTW u~aunent
plant. (Ord. 89-0101 § 45, 1989: Ord. 11716 § 33, 1978: Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 1 § 6112,
1952.)

20.36.440 Cooling water. No uncontaminated cooling w=ter shall be dis-
charged into a public ~anitary sewer. (Ord. I1716 § 31, 1978: Ord. 10020 § 3 (]~rt),
1970:. Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. I § 6109, 1952.)

20.36.450 Ground garbage. Garbage resulting fmra the prep~-ation offood
may be discharged into the public sewer (but not into a STEP sewer system unless
septic tank effluent) if ground to a fineness sufficient to pass through a three.
eighths-inch screen. Excessive or unnecessarily large quantities of water shall not be
used to flush ground garbage into the sewer. (Oral. 89-0006 § 9, 1989: Ord. 6130Part
6 Ch. I § 6110, 1952.)

OTHER METHODS OF DISPOSAL

20.36.460 Applicability ofP~ 4 provisions.
20.36.470 Depositing or dischar~ng wastes prohibited without permit.
20.36.475 Maintenance of existing, nonused facility for indusu’ial w~e,

deposit, discharge or ~or~ge.
20.36.480 Parmit -- Not r~qui~d when.
20.36.~90 l~rrnit ~ Application -- Form and content~.
20.36.500 P~rmit ~ Plans r~quir~d with application when.
20.36.510 Use of" public property. -- P~rmi~ required when.
20.36.520 Notification of public ~gencies requir~L

Investigation by county officers and depanmen~20.26.520

s~. ¯ s. ~o.~ 20-74.6
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20.36.460

20.36.540 Deposits creating menace to public bea/th -- Notice
requirements.

20.36.550 Permit -- Issuance conditions.

20..36.460 Applicability of l~ar~ 4 p,;ovisions. The provisions otrthis Pan 4
shall pertain to the disposal, discharge or deposit otr all industrial waste except
where such wastes are discharged to a public sewer in accordance with the provi.
sions otrPan 3 or’this chapter. (Orcl. 11716 § 34, 1978: Orcl. 8690 § 3 (pan), 1964; Oral.
6130 Pan 6 Ch. 2 § 6201, 1952.)

20.36.4"/0 Depositing or discharging wastes prohibited without permit. A
person shall not maintain a �leposit otrwaste materia/, or discharge or deposit or
cause or suffer to be discharged or depositecl, except as otherwise provicled in this
Division 2, any waste material or e~uent in or upon unincorporatecl ten’/tory otrthe
county otr Los Angeles, or into streams or bodies ofsurtrace or subsurface water, or
storm drains, or flood control channels, where the same is deposited upon or may
be carried through or upon unincorporated territow otr the county without first
securing, in the manner provided in this chapter, a permit trrom the county engineer
so to do. and at all times having an unrevoked permit theretror, unless otherwise
exempted by the provisioneotr this chapter. (Orcl. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 2 § 6202, 1952.)

20.36.47~ Maintenance of existing, nonused facilit7 for industrial waste
deposit, discharge or storage. A person shall obtain a permit trrom the county
engineer to maintain an existing but nonused t’acilit~ designed or trormeriy used f.o’r
the deposit, discharge or storage otrinclustrial waste~. The annual inspection tree trot
such permit shall be the same as that tror Inspection Fee Class A.

Exception: Such permit is not required when, to the satistraction otr the county
engineer, compliance with the permit cancellation criteria otrSection 20.36.220
been provided. (Ord. 84-0109 § 9. 1984.)

20.36.480 Permit-- 1Not required when. i",/o permit shall be required t’or the
disposal of" waste which consists only of" domestic sewage into septic tanks, cess-
pools or seepage pits constructed pursuant to the provisions otrthe Plumbing Code.
as set out at Title 28 of’this code. (Orcl. 8690 § 12 (pan), 19~: Orcl. 6130 Pan 6
6203. 1952.)

20.36.490 Permit-- Application-- Form and contents. Any person requir-
ing a permit under the provisions of" this Pan 4 shall make written application
theret’or to the county engineer, giving such in~’ormation as the county engineer
may require. The county engineer shalt provide printed application trorms, inclicat.
ing thereon the information to be trurnished by the applicant. Th~ county engineer
ma.,~ require t’rom the applicant, in acidition io the intormation t’urnis~ecl on
printed £orm. an.~ additional information incIuding detailed ~lans and specifica.
tions which will enable the county engineer to determine that the proposed dis-
charge or �leposit and plan or" operation complies ~’ith the provisions otr this
Division _~ and other applicable laws and ordinances. (Oral. I1"/16 § 3~, 1978: Oral.
10-~76 § ~, 1971: Oral. 7010 § I (pan), 1~: Oral. ~I~0 Pan 6 Ch. 2 § 6204,

20.36.~00 Permit -- Plans required with application when. A. The count~’engineer may require that an application ~’or a permit to dispose ot’industrial wast~
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20.36.500                                            ’

shall be accompanied by suitable plans showing the proposed method ofcolleczion.
treatmem and disposal, and a permit shall not be issued until said plans or required
modificauon thereof have been checked and approved by the county engineer.

B. The county engineer may submit the application or plans, or both, to
an.,, public agency for comment or recommendation. (Ord‘ 6541 § 4,1954: Ord. 6130
Pan 6 Ch. 2 § 6205, 1952.)

20.36.510 Use of public property-- Permit required when. Whenever facili-
ties for the discharge of industrial waste connect to structures, or encroach on the
property or rights-of.way owned or controlled by a public agency, the coun~
en~neer may either.                                               -

A. Require that the applicant obtain a property-use permit, license, ease.
men), or other right to use said properties prior to the issuance of a permit to dispose
of industrial waste; or

B. Issue such permit subject to the execution of" a property-use permit.
license, easement, or other right to use said properties. (Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 2 §
6206, 1952.)

20.36.520 Notification ef public agencies required. Whenever an applica-
tion for permit is filed, the county engineer shall notify the county health otTicer and
such other public agencies as in his opinion may I~ affected, and shall request a
prompt reply containing their recommendations. Upon request, he shall secure
from the applicant and furnish to the affected department or agency such additional
plans or information as it may require, relative to such application. (Ord. 6130 Pan
6 Ch. 2 § 6207. 1952.)           "

20.36.530 Investigation by count3." officers and departments. Whenever
notified that an application tbr permit has been filed, the county health of Ticer. the
county engineer and other county departments affected shall m~ke such investiga-
tions as in their opinions are required. The health officer and such other depart.
ments shall, within 20 days of notification ofthe filing of the application, make and
file reports of their investigations with the county engineer. Such reports shall
narrate all facts found, and shall recommend that the application be denied, or be
granted in whole or in part, and ifgran[ed, subject to what conditions, if any. Such
report may also disclaim interest in the application. (Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 2 ~ 6208.
1952.)

20.36.540 Deposits creating menace to public health -- Notice require.
ments. When the county health officer finds that mdusmal waste or effluent, or ariv
other material, is bein~ discharged or deposaed m such manner as to create ~
menace to the public health, he may serve nouct of violation upon the person
owning or operating the premises, describing the conditions, and requinng the
prompt correction thereofandshall so notify the county engineer. (Ord. 6130 Pan 6
Ch. 2 § 6209. 1952.)

20.36.550 Permit-- Issuance conditions. The county engineer shall issue a
permit as required by this Division 2 if he determines that all of the following
conditions have been met:

A. All fees or deposits hereinafter required have been paid:
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20.36.550 : T _7-
B. Recommendations and conditions of the various county departments.                   ~

as contained in their repons, if any, have been met. The county engineer may waive                   v
this provision except as to the requirements of the county health officer;,

C. The material to be discharged or deposited does not. or will not, in the

T
opinion of the county health officer, constitute a potential public nuigance or
menace to the public health and safety, and will not violate other provisions ofthe
Health and Safety Code of the state of Califorala;                                         _

D. The material to be discharged or deposited does not or will not involve
disposal ofany toxic materials or chemicals in such manner as to cause POllution of

~.~;eS~_eam. watercou.rse,.l.ake, or other body of water, or underground or surfacer storage reservoir, ettrter natural or artificial;
E The material to be discharged or deposited does not or will not damage

or adversely affect any storm drain, channel, or any public or private Prol~erty’.                    "" ""
E Under existing circumstances and conditions it is necessary and reason-

able so to dispose of such waste matter. (Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 2 § 6210, 1952.)                        ~

TREATMENT PLANTS AND FACILITIES

Sections:
20.36.560 Installation ~ Required when.
20.36.570 Pretreatment -- Standards and criteria.
20.36.580 Facilities not required when.
20.36.590 Installation m Access for insixction and maintenance.
20.36.600 Separation of domestic and industrial wastes.
20.36.610 Operation and maintenance.
20.36.620 Inspection and testing.
20.36.630 Right ofentrv for inspection authorized when.
20.36.640 "Owner’s safety regulations m Compliance by inspector.
20.36.650 Test manholes or other structures.        "

20.36.560 Installation -- Required when. Industrial waste treatment plants
or facilities shall be installed whenever the county engineer shall find as a fact that
such facilities are required to safeguard the public health: prevent pollution of
streams or bodies of surface or underground water:, prevent pollution of water wells
or storage reservoirs, either natural or artificial: prevent damage or increased
maintenance costs in the sewerage system: prevent damage to public or private
property: prevent a public nuisance; or to comply with applicable regulations ofan.v
other public agency. (Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 5 § 6501. 19520

20.36.570 Pretreatment ~ Standards and criteria The county "
may establish uniform minimum standards and criteria fat’*h, =,,,~);,.--: eng,~nee?

............. vv,.,.auon OtSucnstandards for pretreatment of" specific industrial waste discharges. The provisions
of this section shall not prohibit the county engineer from re uirin    ’ ’
pretreatmenttoaccomnlisht ,.,~,;.,.;..__,.: .- _ _ ~. .g addmonalII 716 § 49 1978. Ord gl~n ~e..°~’~,L’~" ~,~.u~. ~e.cn°n 20.36.340otmis chapter. (Oral.
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20.36.580          ,

20.36.580 Facilities not required when. Installation of industrial waste
treatment facilities may not be required if the county engineer determines that:

A. The waste is prohibited for discharge to the available systems by this
Division 2 or other applicable ordinances or regulations:

B. The affected industry has guaranteed to separately dispose ofany objec.
tionahle waste to legal points of disposal:              "

C. Adequate facilities are to be provided for the collection and comain.
ment of such wastes, and that provisions have been made to prevent intentional or
accidental discharge of such wastes to the sewer system, ground surface, surface or
underground water supplies, rivers, channels, storm drains, public streets or gut-
ters;

D. An application for industrial waste disposal permit has been Eled in
accordance with Part 4 of this chapter, and

E. All fees required by this Division 2 have been paid. (OrcL 11716 § 50,
1978: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 § 6502, 1952.)

20.36.$90 Installation
Interceptors or other industrial waste treatment plants or facilities shall be so
installed and constructed that ~bey shall be at all times easily accessible for inspec.
tion and maintenance. (Oral. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 § 6503, 195~)

20.36.600 Separation of domestic and industrial wastes. All domestic
wastes from restrooms, showers, dnnking fountains, etc.. shall be kept separate
from all industrial wastes until the industrial wastes have passed through any
required pretreatment facilities. (Ord. 11716 § 51, 1978: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 §
6503.5, 1952.)

20.36.610 Operation and maintenance. All industrial waste treatmen:
plants or facilities or water pollution control plants, and all appurtenances thereto.
existing as of October 23. 1964. or hereafter constructed underjurisdiction of this
Division 2 shall be maintained, by the owner or person havingjurisdiction of the
property affected, in good operating condition and in a safe and sanitary condition
at all times. All devices and safeguards which are required by this Division 2 for the
operation thereof, and all records of such operation, shall "be maintained in good
orc~er. (Ord. 8690 § 3 (pan), 1964; Oral. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 § 6504, 1952.)

20.36.620 Inspection and testing. The county engineer shall make tests of
industrial wastes, penodic inspections of water pollution control plants and indus-
trial waste treatment plants or facilities to determine whether such treatment plants
or facilities are maintained in accordance with the requirements of this Division 2.
The county engineer shall also make periodic tests on samples of sewage, industrial
waste or effluents obtained at the point of discharge or deposit to determine
whether such discharges or deposits are made in accordance with the provisions of
this division. (Ord. 8690 §§ 3 (pan) and 12 (pan), 1964: Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch.
6505, 1952.)

20.36.630 Right of entry for inspection authorized when. A. The countyengineer shall be permitted at all reasonable hours to inspect water pollutio~
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20.36.630

conu’ol plants and industrial waste treatment plants or facilities, and to enter and
inspe~ ~e place, enclosure or su’uc~ure where indusw.a/wastes or effluent are
¢Lischargcd or deposited.

B. A person shall not refuse to permh, and shall not hinder or obsu’uc~ in
any way, any reasonable inspection or investigation of such ~reatment plant or
facilities or deposits or discharges by the county engineer. (Ord. 8690 § 3 (par~),
19~; Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 § 6506, 1952.)

20.36.640 Owner’s safety regulations ~ Compliance by inspector.
Ins~-~or shall comply with any special safety, regulations brought to his attention

-by ~he owner or operator. (Ord. 6130 Pan 6 Ch. 5 § 6507, 1952.)

require the installa~on of a test manhole or other structure through which all
industrial waste shall pass. Said structure shall be so designed that flows may be
measur~ and ~amples readily obtained therefrom. (Ord. 6130 Part 6 Ch. 5 § 6308,
1952.)
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Assistant Deputy Director
County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
Waste Management Division
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

LOS ANGELES COUNTY AREA-WIDE NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE
ELIMINATION SYSTEM MUNICIPAL STORM WATER DISCHARGE PERMIT
(NPDES NO. CA0061654, CI 6948)

The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board adopted an NPDES Municipal Storm
Water Discharge Permit (Order No. 90-079) on June 18, 1990. The County, as Principal
Permittce to the Los Angeles County area-wide NPDES Municipal Storm Water Discharge
Permit, currently participates under Phase I, Phase II, and Phase III of the permit due to the
County’s drainage patterns. This Regional Board has received your letter dated February 24,
1994, in which the County requests to combine certain activities required by the Permit under
Phase II and Phase Ill under the deadlines for Phase II. Regional Board staff has considered the
request and finds it to be acceptable in concept. However, a detailed time schedule will nce.d to
be submitted to Regional Board staff for final approval.

If you have any questions please call me at (213) 266-7510 or Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-
7598.

ROBERT P. GHIRELLI, D. Env.
Executive Officer

cc:    Rod Kubomoto, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Waste Management
Division
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES I
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~ SDU~’It FREMONT
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91~1~31

ADDRESS ALL CORRES~NDENCE T~

ALHAMIRA. CALIFORNIA 91~2-1~

Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
Executive Officer
California Reglonal Water

Quallty Control Board
Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL    POLLUTANT DISCHARGE    ELIMINATION    SYSTEM    PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (CI6948) - QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the above-
captioned Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report
provides a summary on the status of specific Permit tasks performed
during the second quarter (October i, 1993, through December 31,
1993) of the fourth-year of the Permit which began on July i, 1990.

PHASE I FOURTH-YEAR ACTIVITIES (Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin)

The primary tasks for Phase I, in the fourth year of the Permit, is
to continue to implement Permit compliance activities and to
report on progress. The Department of Public Works (DPW) continues
to organize and chair the monthly Co-Permittee meetings to
coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing the
attendance record of the Co-Permittees (Attachment A).

We have revised the Stormwater/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program
based on your recommendations in your June 17, 1993 report and
subsequent meetings with your staff.    The refined program was
submitted to you in August and we are awaiting your approval.

Channel modifications have been completed at the first two
automated flxed-slte monitoring stations, in Ballona and Malibu
Creeks. The remaining sampling equipment needed for these stations
is expected to be delivered in mld-January 1994. We anticipate
installing the sampling equipment at the two sites toward the end
of January. Tentative agreements have been reached with the Malibu
West Swimming Club (Homeowners Association) and the Rand
Corporation regarding, respectively, the Trancas Canyon and Pico-
Kenter Drain monitoring stations. Construction permits have been
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli
January 13, 1994
Page 2

forwarded to both parties for signature, with construction at these
two sites to commence upon execution by each party. We are also in
the process of securing the necessary rlght-of-way and city
approvals for the Herondo Drain station and the Storm Drain Bond
Issue Project No. 558 (Palos Verdes Estates) station.

As discussed in our letter to you dated August 16, 1993, the DPW
has conducted an evaluation of currently available dynamic water
quality models. Dynamic modeling will be performed for a select
urbanized watershed in Phase I to more closely model pollutant
loadings and Best Management Practices (BMPs) impacts. Based on
our evaluation, we propose to utilize the EPA Stormwater Management
Model (SWMM). We are now focussing our efforts on selecting a
representative, urbanized watershed for modeling.

The DPW is continuing to stencil its catch basins. To date, over
4,000 County catch basins have been painted in various localities
throughout Phase I. All catch basins in the unincorporated areas
of the County in Phase I have been completed. We are currently
stenciling County-owned and maintained catch basins in the County
unincorporated areas of East Los Angeles (Phase III).

The DPW is also continuing active participation with the
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project and the Malibu Creek Watershed
Natural Resource Plan in support of regional efforts to enhance the
quality of stormwater. The DPW has voluntarily participated in the
Mallbu Watershed Monitoring, which includes obtaining and analyzing
water samples from 20 stations.

has developed a draft "Field Connection Inventory ProcedureThe DPW
Manual - For Illegal Connections and Illicit Discharges." This
document will further formalize the storm drain field inspection
program for County storm drains. In the interim, suspected problem
areas are continuously being targeted for field investigations and
water quality sampling. This document has been distributed for
comments by the Ballona Creek Clean Up Task Force Subcommittee,
which is evaluating sanitary survey procedures.

The DPW is reviewing a proposed residential development in Ladera
Heights which incorporates BMPs into its drainage plan. As a test
case, the plan includes a sluice gate in a manhole to divert
nuisance and low flows to a privately maintained grease
interceptor.    If the facility is built, as proposed, we will
evaluate the data obtained from the project for possible future
implementation of similar structural BMPs.
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At the request of the Natural Resources Defense Council, the DPW is
investigating the water quality of Oxford Basin (Duck Pond) in
Marina del Rey.    Also, DPW field personnel have observed a
continuous discharge occurring from the subdraln system in Ballona
Creek, in the vicinity of Washington Boulevard. Samples taken from
the discharge have resulted in very high bacteria counts which
suggest the source of the discharge is raw sewage. The DPW, in
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles, is conducting an
investigation to locate the source of the discharge. Core samples,
under the channel invert, are being taken in the vicinity of major
sewer siphons to determine if they are leaking. We will keep you
informed as to the progress of our investigation.

On Saturday, October 2, 1993, the DPW volunteers Joined forces with
other agencies and citizens to participate in the California
Coastal Commission’s Beach Cleanup Day.

The DPW staff gave a presentation to the Community Awareness and
Emergency Response (CAER) Group on November 30, 1993. The State
Industrial Activities Permit and its relationship with the
Municipal Stormwater Permit was discussed. Another presentation
was made to the Los Angeles County Department of Beaches and
Harbors Small Craft Commission on December 8, 1993. The debris
fence in Ballona Creek was the topic. A presentation by the DPW
staff on watershed management was given at the October 21-23, 1993
California Water Policy Consensus Conference.

Phase I Co-Permittees wishing to provide information on the
progress of their individual Permit implementation efforts have
done so (Attachment B).

PHASE II SECOND-YEAR ACTIVITIES IUpper Los Anqeles River and UDDer
San Gabriel River Dralnaqe Basins}

The second-year tasks, as required by the Permit, have begun. This
includes additional storm drain mapping and data collection,
development of additional BMPs, as well as Evidence of Progress of
Early Action BMPs and legal authority.    Enclosed is a chart
(Attachment C) summarizing the Permit submittal compliance status
of second-year activities for each Co-Permittee. Also, a status
chart (Attachment D) for first-year activities is included.

During this period, the DPW organized and chaired Co-Permlttee
meetings to coordinate permit compliance. Meeting frequency has
changed from monthly to bimonthly.     Enclosed is a chart
(Attachment E) reflecting the attendance record of the Co-
Permlttees.
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As required by Year-One Permit tasks, we are continuing to
subdivide the Phase II drainage basins into smaller drainage areas.
Due to the vast size of the Phase II drainage basins (approximately
1,110 square miles), we had previously estimated the completion of
this work by December 30, 1993.    However, due to the major
brushflres that occurred in November, Department resources were
diverted to our disaster response effort.    Therefore, we have
revised our estimate to January 31, 1994.

As noted under Phase I, we have revised the monitoring program and
are awaiting your approval. We will be proposing a similar program
for Phase II. The selection of monitoring sites is dependent on
completion of the drainage area subdivision work.     Also, the
Permit requires the proposed monitoring program for each phase to
be subject to public review prior to submittal to you. Because of
this and other reasons, as discussed in the previous paragraph, we
now estimate submittal of the proposed monitoring program for
Phase II to you by April 30, 1994.    In preparation for the
establishment of the next phase of monitoring stations, we have
received bids on the purchase of the sampling equipment for
15 additional stations. The award of the bid should be finalized
in January 1994.

We are nearing completion of posting the "no dumping" signs at key
locations adjacent to flood control channels (bike paths and local
parks). To date, 180 signs have been installed with an additional
50 yet to be posted.

As a follow up to the last quarter’s discovery by a DPW inspector
of illegal dumping into a DPW flood control channel, the City of
Arcadia sent a letter to the responsible party, American Golf
Corporation Arcadia Three Par Golf Course. The letter reemphaslzed
the significance of not dumping material into the Rio Hondo
Channel.

As part of our ongoing efforts in working with the Santa Anita
Racetrack to resolve water quality concerns regarding its dry
weather discharges, the Racetrack has proposed redirecting its dry
weather discharge to the sanitary sewer. A meeting was held on
January 5, 1994, between the Racetrack, County Sanitation Districts
of Los Angeles County (CSD), and the DPW to discuss the sewer
connection fees. The consultant representing the Racetrack will be
submitting a payment proposal to CSD for their approval.
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PHASE III FIRST-YEAR ACTIVITIES (Lower Los Anqeles River, Lowe~
.~an Gabriel River, and Santa Clarita Valley Drainaqe Basins)

Phase III cities are underway with their flrst-year activities of
submitting hydrologlc/water quality data, alignment of drains,
existing BMPs, identification of waste disposal facilities and
industries by SIC code, proposed early action BMPs, and the
required authority for regulation of the program. Enclosed is a
chart (Attachment F) summarizing the Permit submittal compliance
status of each Co-Permlttee.

The DPW organizes and chairs the monthly Co-Permlttee meetings to
coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing the
attendance record of the Co-Permittees (Attachment G).

As previously mentioned under Phase I, stenciling of County-owned
and maintained catch basins in East Los Angeles is underway.

GENERAL NON-PHASE SPECIFIC ACTIVITIE~

The DPW staff continues to actively participate in the American
Public Works Assoclatlon/State Water Resources Control Board
(APWA/SWRCB) Stormwater Task Force Committee and its Sub-Committees
on "Coordination of other regulatory programs" and "Public
Outreach." Also, our staff assisted in hosting a workshop on
November 18, 1993, sponsored by the Southern California Chapter of
the APWA on Stormwater Permit Compliance. The workshop was very
successful with over 200 people attending.

The DPW staff attended the "Turning the Tide on Trash" workshop in
the County of Orange on October i, 1993.    The DPW exhibited
information on the debris fence located in Ballona Creek.

An article introducing the DPW staff to the Hot Line number
(1-800-303-0003), for illegal discharges and dumping into storm
drains, was published in the October 1993 issue of the DPW
newsletter "All in the Works." The December 1993 issue of the
"County Digest" contained an article on the Hot Line number as well
(Attachment H).    Press releases were also sent to the major
newspapers to inform the general public.

A 3" x 8½" information card has been developed by the DPW to inform
the public on the importance of not dumping into the storm drain
system (Attachment I). It will be distributed by our storm drain
maintenance personnel during the course of their normal field
operations where they encounter illegal dlscnarges and dumping.
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any questions, please contact Mr. Rod Kubomoto atIf you have
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Ve~ truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMANSON
D~2~ctor of Public Works,

or

FK:sm,mp(~-3/Q:\SEM\~ND931

~nc.

cc~ All Co-Pe~It~ees                                                               U
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that are under an inspection program, and the status of your investigation of illegal
dischargers or illicit connections. The list of industries should include: name of
company; site address; name of contact person with telephone nttmber; identify
Standard Industrial Classification Code(s) and!or the County’s own identification
system for industries; and any other information which the County decides is
beneficial. On December I, 1993, Board staff presented your staff with a
computer disk containing all of the Notice of Intent fliers for storm wat~
dischargesfrom induswial sites in the County of Los Angeles ~ of November
1993. It would benefit both the County md the State if your staff would reconcile
the list of indus’a’ies in the County with our list of

Monitoring Work~lan

I. Your discussion of our requirement to Develop methodology to make refined
estimates of pollutants discharged to Santa Monica Bay targeted a dynamic model
selection date of December 31, 1993. Once the model selection has been made,
please modify your monitoring work’plan to reflect any changes necessary to the
program to accommodate data input for the model. Data used in the geographic
information system/modeling efforts must be compatible with Atr.!Info, nod
available to this Board on request. Other information that must be included

2.1.1 iZ/ater quality data and flow data from 1980 to the present to
facilitate identification of sources of pollutants present in
discharges from the prioritized drainage basitt "Drainage
in the drainage basin are to be reported and the "drainage areas"
associated with each drainage basin clearly identified;

2.1.3 Additional information of a qualitative nature that would contribute
to isolating and identi~ng sources of problems. Such information
should include but not be l~,mited to visual observations of factors
exacerbating stormwater contamination, principal land use
classificanons and Standard Industrial Code (SIC) categories of
facilities in "drainage areas’; and a description of soils, dumps,
landfills, waste disposal sites and Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) facilities associated with each area; and~

2.1.4 An estimate of the area of impervious surfaces (including paved
areas and building roofs) within each "drainage area~.

2. Your discussion of our requirement to Complete a basic QA/QC plan for the storm
water monitoring program did not mention a comparison of the grab vs. composite
samples. On page 7 of the Momtoring Progr’ern, you state that the vertical lift for
the samples will. be approximately 30 feet, with a horizontal carry of
approramately 100 feet. Please demonstrate that this is feasible by splitting a grab
sample with water that is brought up by the pump system. This should be done
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on the first six sampling events, and incorporated into the monitoring plan under
paragraph two of Section VII.4., Field Setup Procedures.

3. Pages 7-13 of the Monitonng Program list land-use percentages for a given
monitoring site, and the impervious fa~wr the for wamrsheds. Please specify how
these values wer~ determined.

4. Page 22 of the document has a calculation for the overall runoff coe~cient for the
watershed. The p~.,-ameter IMP is defined as the proportion impervious for thel.d water   Should ove l impious fa=r
for the watmsh~l?

5. Page 22 of the document desc~’ibes dry-weather sampling. Samples will be
collected at all sites exhibiting significant d.,’y-weather flow. Please define
signhqcant. Additionally, samples will be collected when available for sites with
mtennitmnt flow. Please specify how often the sites will be checked for flow.

Board ~aff urges the County of Los Angeles to go forward in implementing the monitoring
program at this Rme. If you have any que~ions regarding this review or any permit
requ~remems, please call me a~ (213) 266-7596.

IvL~d~t R. PUMFORD, Chief
Stormwater Unk

c¢: Jorge Ledm Office of the Chief Counsel, State Water Resources Conu’ol Board
Afchie Matt.hews, Regulatory Section, State Water Resources Con~’ol Board
Bill Pierce, Permits and Complimce Branch, United States Environmental Protection

Agency, Region IX
.#Rod Kubomom, Wa.~e Man~gemem Division, Depm’~nem ~f PubLic Work~

County of Los Angeles
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES -" ’ .’
I’~’~- ~ : ~ "H ’ "/ T 7"
~.~" ’ *~’~’/ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS - -
~~ 900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91~03-l~]1

THOMAS A. TIDEMANBON. ~ Telepl~o~¢: (|15} 451-5100
ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:

P.O.BOX
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA

October 21, 1993 WH-3

Dr Robert P Ghirelll o~ cm
Executive Officer >~:_’- -~
California Regional Water ~"

Quality Control Board ,’-z."’
Los Angeles Region ~ ~
10L Centre Plaza Drive :,-,,’~. -,~-~.
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

~_.~. ~)
Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL    POLLUTANT    DISCHARGE    ELIMINATION    SYSTEM    PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (CI6948) - QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the above-
captioned Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report
provides a summary on the status of specific Permit tasks performed
during the first quarter (July i, 1993 through September 30, 1993)
of the fourth year of the Permit which began on July i, 1990.

PHASE I FOURTH-YEAR ACTIVITIES (Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin)

With the onset of the fourth year of the Permit, the primary task
of Phase I is to continue to implement Permit compliance activities
and to report on progress. The Department of Public Works (DPW)
continues to organize and chair the monthly Co-Permlttee meetings
to coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing
the attendance record of the Co-Permittees (Attachment A).

We have revised the Stormwater/UrDan Runoff Monitoring Program
based on the recommendations in your June 17, 1993 report and
meetings with your staff. It was submitted to you in August and we
are still awaiting your approval.

Construction has begun on the first two automated fixed-site
monitoring stations in Ballona and Malibu Creeks.    Automated
sampling equipment has been purchased or is on order for the water
quality monitoring program. Design work for the next four stations
is underway. As discussed with your staff, installation of the
monitoring stations is proceeding slower than expected due to a
number of technical problems which arose during the design phase.
The major problems involved the installation of electrical devices
in enclosed environments (such as underground storm drains).
According to National Electric Code requirements, electrical
devices placed in such an environment must be rated explosion proof
and/or intrinsically safe due to the potential accumulation of



Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
October 21, 1993
Page 2

gases.    Approximately 80 percent of the 2,500 mileexplosive
County-owned storm drain system is underground.    The standard
equipment provided by water sampling equipment manufacturers is not
rated for operation in this environment. Extensive research was
required to locate vendors who could provide and/or custom
manufacture the proper equipment.    Securing city and private
property owner land-use approvals have also resulted in delays.
The resultlng compromises have required revislons to the speclflc
locations of the equipment and required design modifications.

The DPW is continuing to stencil its catch basins. To date, 1,748
County catch basins have been painted in the Palos Verdes
Peninsula, the Santa Monica Mountains, and Marina del Rey. We are
currently stenciling County and City-owned and maintained catch
Daslns in the City of Agoura Hills.

We are also continuing active participation with the Santa Monlca
Bay Restoration Project and the Malibu Creek Watershed Natural
Resource Plan in support of regional efforts to enhance the quality
of stormwater. The DPW recently participated in a group monitoring
effort on the Malibu Creek watershed which was coordinated by your
staff.

Phase I Co-Permlttees wishing to provide information on the
progress of their individual Permit implementation efforts have
done so (Attachment B).

The DPW is developing a "Field Connection Inventory Procedure
Manual - For Illegal Connections and Illicit Discharges." This
document will further formalize the storm drain field inspection
program for County storm drains. In the interim, suspected problem
areas are continuously being targeted for field investigations and
water quality sampling.

PHASE II SECOND-YEAR ACTIVITIES (UPPer Lo@ Anqeles River and UDper
~San Gabriel River Dralnaqe BasIDs)

The second-year tasks, as required ~y the Permit, have begun. This
includes additional .storm drain mapping and data collection,
.development of additional Best Management Practices (BMPs), as well
~s Evidence of Progress of Early Action BMPs and legal authority.
£nclosed is a chart (Attachment C) summarizing the Permit submittal
zompliance status of second-year activities for each Co-Permittee.
.~Iso, since not every Co-Permlttee submitted all required
information, a status chart (Attachment D) for first-year
activities is included.
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Durlng thls perlod, the DPW organlzed and chalred Co-Permlttee
meetings to coordinate Permit compliance. Meeting frequency has
changed from monthly to bimonthly. Enclosed is a chart (Attachment
E) reflecting the attendance record of the Co-Permlttees.

As required by Year-One Permit tasks, we are subdividing the
Phase II drainage basins into smaller drainage areas. Due to the
vast size of the Phase II drainage basins (approxlmately I,ii0
square miles), we currently estimate the completion of this work by
December 30, 1993.

As noted una~ ~hase I, we have revised the monitoring program and
are awaiting your approval. We will be proposing a similar program
for Phase II. Since the Permit requires the proposed monitoring
program for each phase to be subject to public review prior to
submittal to you, we are not yet able to submit the monitoring
program for Phase II. Also, the selection of monitoring sites is
dependent on completion of the drainage area subdivision work.
Therefore, we currently estimate submittal of the proposed
monitoring program for Phase II to you by March 31, 1994.

We are nearing completion of posting the stormwater "no dumping"
signs at key locations along flood control channel bike paths.

Among field enforcement activities during this period, a DPW field
inspector discovered the dumping of weeds and grass clippings into
the Rio Hondo Channel together with the washing down of the parking
lot area of the Arcadia 3 Par Golf Course. The groundskeeper was
instructed by the inspector to stop this practice, and follow-up
contact was made with the City’s Co-Permittee coordinator.
The DPW recently approved the Santa Anita Racetrack Wastewater
Management Study which will mitigate horse washdown water and
stable runoff from discharging into Arcadia Wash.

The DPW staff attended the Rosemead City Council meeting on August
24, 1993, in a continuing effort to apprise local municipalities of
the Permit and its mandates.

PHASE III FIRST-YEAR ACTIVITIES (Lower Los Angeles River, Lower San
GaDriel River, and Santa Clarlta Valley Dralnaqe Basins)

Phase III cities have begun their first-year activities of
suDmittlng hydrologlc/water quality data, alignment of drains,
existing BMPs, identification of waste disposal facilities and
industries by SIC code, proposed early action BMPs, and the
required authority for regulat~nn of the program. Enclosed is a
chart (Attachment F) summarizing the Permit submittal compliance
status of each Co-Permlttee.
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The DPW organized and chaired the monthly Co-Permlttee meetings to
coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing the
attendance record of the Co-Permittees (Attachment G).

During this period, we have received Letters of Intent from all of
the 36 new cities included in Phase III.

GENERAL NON-PHASE SPECIFIC ACTIVITIE~

The DPW staff continues to actively participate in the American
Public Works Association/State Water Resources Control Board
(APWA/SWRCB) Stormwater Task Force Committee and its coordination
and Public Outreach Sub-Committees.    Also, our staff is again
assisting in holding a workshop sponsored by the Southern
California Chapter of APWA on the NPDES Industrial Activities
Permit and its compliance requirements.

we had an article entitled "Stormwater Runoff, A Concern for
Business and Industry" published in the Business and the
Environment magazine supplement to the Los Angeles Business
Journal.

Our personnel spoke at the California Pavement Maintenance
Association Luncheon in Septe~er.     The impact of current
environmental regulations on the pavement cleaning and power
washing industry was discussed.

A I(800) hotline for the reporting of illegal dumping has been
established. The telephone nu,~ber is 1(800) 303-0003.

If you have any questions, please contact Rod Kubomoto at
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMANSON

D~rector~V~i~~~~-’~Of Public Works
Assist~n~ Deputy Director
Waste Management Division

FK:sm,mp(WM-3/FYR8)\3

Enc.

cc: All Co-Permlttees
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YEAR 4 NPDES PERMIT ACTIVITIES I Page I of 1 ’

JPHASE I CO-PERMIZ’rEES
~o~. No~e~be~ 15. 1~

Hills Hills City Segundo Beach Angeles J Beach

~ne 25. 1994 ~nual Progress Repod in Implementing
Ea~ Aclion & Additional BMPs

~nual Progress Repod In Controlling
Pollutants ~om ConstmctionSites

~nual Progress Repod ~ Detecling &
Eliminating Illegal Olscharge~isposalPm~lces

Verdes Palos Beach Hills Estates Monica Hollywood V~llage County
Estates Verdes

May 10. 1993 24-Hour Spill ResponseTelephone Number I 05/’27/93
I I 11,/09/93 I 06/07/93 105/03/93 08/09/93 05/18/93 I 08/11/93 I

Sep 23.1993 Progress Report ,or Firs, Quarter Report I 09./29/93 I I I I I 09/23/93 I

Jun 25, 1994 Annual Progress Report in Implemenling
Eady Action & Additional BMPs

Annual Progress Report in Controlling
Pollutants from ConstructlonSites

Annual Progress Report In Delecting &
Eliminating Illegal Dlsch=,rge./~tsposalPractlces



Phase 1 Agencies

MONTHLY PERMITTEE MEETING ATTENDANCE
Number o1~ Meetings to Date: 19 (April 21, 1992 to October i9, 1993)
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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA (cont.)
V

13. AGENCY: City of Smck~ O
CONTACT: Glen Birdzell, (209) 944-873~
PROGRAM STATU S: No for, real program yet; in development stage.

L14. AGENCY: City of Sacramento
CONTACT: Liz Brenner, (916) 433-6606
PROGRAM STATUS: Public edt~:ation program in plamaing stage.

14. AGENCY: SacramentoCotmty
CONTACT: Lori Okiaaga, (916) 552-8656

CONTACT: Dennis Huff, (916) 889-7592
PROGRAM STATUS: No formal program ym

16. AGENCY: South Lake Tahoe
CONTACT: Carol I~wbaagh
PROGRAM STATUS: No formal program yet.                               ~--’-~

17. AGENCY: Eldor~do County
CONTACT: Dave Zander, (916) 573-3152
PROGRAM STATUS: No formal program y~.

18. AGENCY: City of Mode~o
CONTACT: Alic~ Tulloch, (209) 577-5470
PROGRAM STATUS: No forma/prog~m y~.4
hope u) implement program by Sepmmber 1993.

19. AGENCY: Fresno Me~x)poli~an Flood Control Dis~ic~
CONTACT: Melinda Ma~ks, (209) ~56-3292
PROGRAM STATUS: Public education program begin in f~l11993.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

20. ~G~NC~: Cir~ o~,~)d ~d ~ ~
CON~A~: F~ ~p~, (805) 32~37~ ~
Wil~am Wilb~s, (~5) 861-2201 ~
PR~ ~A~S: Appl~g for ~D~ ~

21. AG~CY: Ven~ ~n~ ~ ~n~l ~
CO~A~: ~ W=~k (SOS) ~

CONTA~: ~u~ E~s, (213) ~7-52~

CO~A~: ~g ~h~, UI4) 8~,

PR~ STA~S: $to=wat~r pubic ~u~on is ~m~
aw~n~ ~ w~c~ ~ m A~I 1~1

CON~A~: J~n C~sfie, (~) 275-1273 or Jo~ ~stow,
PR~ STA~S: No fo~ ~ y~; ~ ~I

~. AGENt: S~ B~o ~ ~ ~I ~
CO~A~: N~h V~ (~) 387-21~
PR~ ~A~S: No f~ ~ y~

26. AGENt: Ci~ of Sin ~e~
CO~A~: B~ ~ (619) 533-3~
PR~ ~A~S: ~b~¢ ~ ~ ~ ~
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Issue: Controls on Businesses and Industries

V
Messages:

° Promotions and incentives for good housekeeping. 0
° Facility inspections help conu’ol pollution.
° Proper material delivery, storage, use and disposal techniques,

to Where to buy alternative products for cleanup, etc.

Issues: L.and Use Pl~~emem

Mesr~es:

° Preserve natural areas and use landscaped areas to slow, f’dter, and infiltrate runoff.
° Use stormwater management facilities for recreation.

Issues: Stormwater Structural Treatment Controls

° What they are.
o Where they are located.
o How they operate.
° The resident’s responsibility (if located on private property).
° Report O&M problems (if on public property).
° Where easements and right-of-ways are.
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NPDES PUBLIC EDUCATION PROGRAMS IN CALIFORNIA

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

1. AGENCY: City of Santa Ro~t
CONTACT: Colleen Fergu~on, (707) 542.5145
PROGRAM STATUS: Program in pLumm8 stage.

2. AGENCY: Fairfield-Suisun
CONTACT: Larry Bahr, (707)429-8930
PROGRAM $TATUS: No formal prog~ra ia pl~:~;
planmn~ m have ppbli¢ ~uca~ion pros~m by fl~ ~ of 1995.

$. AGENC~Y: Vallejo Sanitation ~nd Floo~ Comrol I~i~
CONTACT: Elayn¢ Az~v~lo, (707)
PROGRAM ~FATU$: N~w; no form~ p~r~m in
wor~nff ~h t~¢ City of V~II~jo.

4. AGENCY: Cont~a Corm County Flood Goam~l ~ W~ --
Com~rva~on Di~mc~
CONTACT: Donald P. Fr~ita.s, (510) 313-2373
PROGRAM STATUS: Public education program began in fsn 1993.

(~
/~)/,_~

,./
.

5. AGENCY: County of Maria "
CONTACT: Dave Bemardi. (415) 485-3355
PROGRAM STATUS: Baseline program being develol~d;
no~ ~ to apply for NPDE,S Im~ni~

6. AGENCY: City of Riclunond
CON’TACT: Henry Tingle. (510) 620-6537
PROGRAM STATUS: Public ~lucation and indu.sa~l oua’~ch
program b~gaa in 1991.

7. AGENCY: City and County of Stun ~
CONTACT: Paula Kebob. (415) 695-7317
PROGRAM STATUS: Public ~lucation program b~ffaa in July 1992.

8. AGENCY: Alameda County Flood Conffol Di.slric~
CONTACT: Shax~n Gosselin. (510) 6706547
PROGRAM STATUS. Public ~duc~ion proffram

9. AGENCY: San Marco Couaty
CON~I’ACT: David Valkeaaar, (415) 349-1200
PROGRAM STATUS: Public ~lucation progr~n l~g~a in f~ll 1993.

10. AGENCY: City of Palo Alto
CONTACT: Janet Cox. Consultant. (415) 321-3070
PROGRAM STATUS: Commumty and indusmal ouav, ach conducted since 1990.

II. AGENCY: Santa Clara Valley NPS Pro~am
CON-FACT: Pare Hodgins. (408) 92747710 exL 2741
PROGRAM STATUS: Public Education b~gan in 1990.

12. AGENCY: Ci~ of Safina.s
CON-I’ACT: Art"uro Aldwan, (408) 758-7437
PROGRAM STATUS: No formal program y~
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Issue: Controls on Illegal Dumping

° Why label inlets and st°tin drains"
° How to detect and report illegal dumping.
° How to properly dispose of and recycle wastes.
o "Safe" alternative products.

o Adopt a street or a strea~

° Community cleanup days.
° Penalties associated with i.llegal dumping.

Lssue: Use of Hazardous Household Materials

° Switch to safe alternative products.
° Use hazardous household materials properly.
o Impacts of improperly using hazardous household materials.

Issue: Household Hazardous Waste Collection Programs

° Location(s) and hours open.
° Materials accepted.
° Dispoal and uses of materials collected.

Issue: Illicit Connections

Messages:

° What an illicit connection is.
° Where to properly discharge non-stormwater wastes.
° Who to call if an illicit connection is discovered.
Ho to properly install, repatr and maintain a connection to the
sanitary sewer or storm drain.

o Municipal requirements for making such connections.
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Parking restrictions for street c                                                        v
Use -litter receptacles/don’t litter.
Do not sweep or dispose debris, leaves, or yard waste in st~t    "~ "

Issue: Stream and Channel Maintenance

Messages:

° Adopt a stream/creek/beach.
° Do not dump into chaxmels and streams.

Issue: Water Conservation (in association with water utility)

° Do not over-irrigate or over-water.
° Use native vegetation to reduce irrigation.
° Divert runoff to landscaped areas.
° Capture runoff for nonpotable water use.

Issue: Air Quality (in association with air quality management and transportation
management agencies)

Messages:

° General message: Air pollution = water pollution.
° Use ride share programs.
° Use mass transportation.
° Participate in trip reduction programs.

Issue: Vehicle Leak and Spill Controls

° Inspect and maintain vehicles regularly.
° Main~n vehicles at home properly.
° Do not "top off" when fueling vehicle.

R0033053
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Appendix A

Public Information and Public Participation
Program Planning Process



APPENDIX B

ISSUES AND MESSAGES

A PI/PP stormwater program can convey many messages, and you should select the most
appropriate ones depending on your audiences and specific issues. This Appendix lists some of
the issues which the PUPP program may need to address and the types of messages which may
be communicated for each issue. The two broad categories are:

I. Generic Issues

Generic issues relate to the nature of stormwater pollution, the ways it enters the environment and
the overall structure of the stormwater management program. The messages relating to these
generic issues may include:

¯What a storm drain is and how it works.
¯How pollutants get into storm drains.
¯What the pollutants are.
¯What the pollutants do (impacts).
¯ Where my taxes/fees/utility payments go.
¯What an NPDES permit is.
¯How watersheds work.
¯What a BMP is.
¯How it all affects "me."

II. Specific Issum

The PUPP program must also address a number of specific issues on the methods available to the
public to control stormwater pollution. The messages selected for the PI/PP program should
"frame" the issue and identify what the public is being asked to do with regard to the issue. To
help with tttis process, the following messages are categorized by the specific issues they address.

14
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¯ Keep a quantitative record of the number of brochures or other collateral materials
distributed, the distribution mechanisms used, and the distribution channels used.

¯Keep track of the number of presentations and workshops given.

¯Record the number of task force meetings or other such coordination meetings held.

¯ Distribute sign-up sheets at all Stormwater Management Program events and workshops
to monitor attendance and response to publicity; include participants on marling list.

¯Keep track of the number of volunteers participating in PI/PP program activities.

Oualitative Effectivene.~

Several techniques to measure qualitative effectiveness

¯ Conduct focus group meetings during the fh’st year of PI/PP program implementation.
Conduct follow-up focus group meetings to measure any increase in public understand-
hag of stormwater pollution.

¯ Distribute comment forms at all Stormwater Management Program activities to measure
the level of awareness of stormwater pollution among target audiences, assess the
appropriateness of the material presented, and evaluate the degree of satisfaction of
participants with the PI/PP program activity. Gather input received by participants and
summarize comments so that suggestions for improvement may be incorporated into the
PI/PP program as appropriate.

¯Monitor coverage of stormwater pollution control messages and publicity in local media.

¯Monitor changes in behaviors or practices of target audiences.

C. Annual Reporting

Annually evaluate the overall direction and implementation strategy of the PI!PP program and
make adjustments as needed. This evaluation should include a review of the quantitative records
and effectiveness of the assessment data. Pay attention also to the messages disseminated (clarity,
appropriateness, effectiveness), the audiences targeted, the outreach techniques used, and the
effectiveness of the activities or products developed and distributed. This information will be
valuable in ref’ming the PI/PP program strategy as the program evolves.

11
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V. CONCLUSION

The Public Information/Public Participation committee of the California Stormwater Quality Task
Force hopes that this guide will help you plan a successful PI/PP program. By giving consideration
to each of the key elements of the planning process, your efforts will increase public awareness about
stormwater pollution, encourage changes m human behavior and ultimately improve water quality
conditions in your community.

Remember that many commumt~es e~ther already have or are developing stormwater PI/PP programs
in California and across the United States. Coordinating with them can ensure consistency and also
be cost effective. A summary of other municipal stormwater management programs in California
is included at the end of this Guide.

Working together, we can reduce stormwater pollution, improve water quality throughout Catifomia
and minimize the need for costly "end-of-the-pipe" treatment.

n

n
u
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D. Environmental Education or Community Outreach Programs

Nonprofit environmental groups and community organizations are extremely valuable resources
for stormwater pollution prevention outreach. These organizations can be instrumental for
promoting public awareness and participation by stencilling storm drains, adopting local creeks
or storm drains for cleanup, conducting litter pickup, or providing volunteers for booths at
community events and fairs. Examples of such programs and organizations include:

~~_,..~ . Science or natural history museums
¯ Scouts

~ * Environmental interpretive centers

~,,~~~
¯ Neighborhood associations

¯Homeowners’ associations

~ ¯ Creek preservation and cleanup organizations, such
as Adopt-a- Beach, etc.

¯Chambers of Commerce

IV. EVALUATION

Since most PUPP programs are aimed at changing public behavior, it may be years before the effect
of public education is significantly apparent in water quality data. Public education programs in
water conservation or recycling have measurable benefits in terms of reduced water usage or refuse
collection. There is no easily measurable parameter to demonstrate the effectiveness of public
education about stormwater pollution. Nevertheless, a certain amount of monitoring and evalua-
tion is necessary to measure the effectiveness of a PUPP program. The primary purposes of
monitoring and evaluation are to ensure that resources are being effectively spent and to modify
program objectives, messages or techniques as necessary.

A. Evaluation Criteria

Some of the key questions to ask in an ongoing evaluauoe include:

¯Has stormwater pollution declined in the areas where the PIfPP program has been
implemented?

¯Is the PUPP program reaching the intended audiences with the intended messages?

¯Are public information materials being distributed through the proper channels?

¯ Have targeted audiences been properly informed of the city/county/agency-wide
Stormwater Management Program?
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¯ What effect has the PI/PP program had upon the community’s participation in the
Stormwater Mauagement Program?

¯ Are the program costs reasonable for the amount of public information provided?

¯Where should future efforts be focused?

B. Techniques for Measuring Effectiveness

Assessment of the effectiveness of PI/PP program activities, events, and
materials should be incorporated into PI/PP program planning and

~~. implementation as an ongoing activity. Market research and other
,~ communications experts often use telephone surveys to measure the

~ /~\~ effectiveness of public information teclmiques. A well-designed sur-
vey qualitatively and quantitatively measures program effectiveness.

An initial survey provides baseline or "time" data to serve as the standard against which to compare
future survey results. Over time, additional surveys track changes in awareness, attitudes, and
behaviors regarding stormwater pollution and pollution reduction. Telephone surveys may also be
used to modify or expand the target audiences and/or the public education programs.

Focus group meetings are another tool used by market research firms to
analyze the effectiveness of outreach activities or materials. Focus
groups consist of a cross-section of the public and may be used to assess

mascot) and measure public recognition of program activities, preducts,
events and publicity. In large orgamzations, f~:us groups can be
established by using volunteers from within the orga~.~ion.

Both t~tephone surveys and focus group discussions should be designed and conducted by
knowledgeable professionals so that the results reflect accurate public perceptio~ and expectations.
There are many market research firms available for consultation.

Quantitative Effectiveness

To assess level of effort and monitor program effectiveness, record the following types of
information throughout program implementation:

¯Include a stormwater information telephone number on all media preducts and monitor
incoming calls to this number following release of the pr~luct~. Find out how pnxtucts
were received.

¯Track the number of calls received and types of concerns expressed to the telephone
number.
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F. Distribution Mechanisms

An outreach effort is not complete until your message is in the minds of the target audience. The
goal is to capture the audience’s attentiou and lodge your message long enough to create behavioral
change. Make the message available in a way that assures it will be noticed. Make it interesting
and worth reading or listening to. Often overlooked, it is important to develop a distribution plan

s° that the products can be effectively disseminated to the intended audience. One useful technique
is to talk to members of the targeted audience about effective distribution mechanisms/channels
prior to developing the outreach materials.

A few examples of distribution methods include:

D̄irect mail "Television
¯ Point of purchase ¯ Municipal cotmter~
¯Handouts ¯ Workshops
¯ Radio * Outdoor boards

¯Stenciling events

HI. COORDINATION

An effective PUPP program should continually coordinate with environmental education or
community outreach programs. Such coordination should occur at every stage ofa PI/PP program,
from plarmmg to implementation. Given the many ongoing public information and community
outreach programs in any community, building strategically on existing communication networks
can rmnimize duplication and maximize the cost-effective penetration of the stormwater pollution
control message.

The PUPP program should coordinate with:

¯ Other elements of the Stormwater Management Program (i.e., illicit discharge elimina-
tion, construction and new development, and monitoring)

¯Stormwater Management PI/PP programs in other communities

S̄imilar, ongoing public education efforts by other agencies or community groups related
to water quality, solid waste management, wastewater management, pollution preven-
tion, or environmental education

¯ Co-Permittee municipalities and agencies

A. Within the Stormwater Management Program

Although the PUPP program is often a separate entity within an overall Stormwater Management
Program, it is useful to think of the PUPP program as the vehicle by which any information
developed in the other program components (e.g., construction and new development) may be

7
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communicated to appropriate audiences. Thus, PI/PP functions as the communication structure
or "mouthpiece" of the larger Stormwater Management Program.

PUPP outreach can influence audiences both within the Stormwater Management Program (e.g.,
municipal inspectors, planners, operations and maintenance personnel) as well as targeted
community audiences (e.g., industries, developers, construction site operators, commercial
businesses,school children).PUPPprogram support of the other components of a Stormwater
Management Program may include:

¯ Training materials and workshops for municipal personnel such as field inspectors.

Īnformational materials for inspectors to distribute during field inspections to explain
stormwater pollution and alternative management practices.

¯Educational materials to discourage illegal dumping and provide information about
proper disposal alternatives.

¯Workshops for construction and industrial site operators to assist them in complyhag
with stormwater regulations at the local, state or national level.

B. Other Stormwater PI/PP Programs

Since many communities in California and across the United States are developing PI/PP
programs to educate the public about stormwater pollution control, coordination with other
programs can ensure that the messages are consistent. Coordination also allows your agency to
take advantage of any cost- or resource-sharing opportunities. Coordination may occur through
such organizations as the Califorma Stormwater Quality Task Force, local Resource Conserva-
tion Districts or other regional organizations. A summary of other municipal stormwater
management programs in California is provided at the end of this Guide.

C. Other Pollution Prevention Pro~-m~s

By their very nature, stormwater pollution prevention messages correlate directly with other
pollution prevention efforts mandated by local, state or federal regulations. These other efforts
include air quality management, waste minimization, water conservation, rideshare, household
hazardous waste collection, litter control, composting, recycling and wastewater treatment.
Many of these programs have public education components; coordination with them brings local
knowledge, resources and informational networks into the PUPP program. Also, coordination
provides an opportunity for the stormwater pollution control message to be incorporated into
raatenals produced by other programs, thus reinforcing its importance. Cost-sharing efforts
among the programs can benefit them all.
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C. Target Audiences

Other important questions to ask when designing your outreach strategy are: Who are you talking V
to? What are your target popular_ions? Are you trying to reach children, adults, business owners, ~construction workers, farmers, or elected officials? What is the ethnic make-up of your target
audiences? What language(s) do they speak? What behaviors/practices that generate water
pollution in your watershed do you want to change? Who is responsible for these behaviors/ "/"
practices? Several techniques can help you get to know target audiences, including baseline
surveys and focus group meetings. These techniques are described in more detail in Section IV, -
Evaluation.

A few examples of audiences you may want. to target specifically include:

¯ Children * Elected officials
¯ Residents ¯ Program coordinators
¯Business owners/employees * Media
¯ Industry owners/employees * Volunteer organizations
¯Government employees ¯ Environmental communities organizations
¯ Ethnic groups ¯ Users of products containing priority pollutants
¯Church groups ¯ Service clubs
¯ Civic/Community groups

PI/PP programs may need to convey many different messages. In developing the messages, keep
in mind these key considerations:

Relationship to Issues

goal of the P//PP program is to communicate appropriate messages about specific issues to aThe
target audience. Thus, the messages must directly relate to program issues and should be consistent
with overall requirements for stormwater pollution control. Appendix B lists possible messages
as they relate to each of the generic and specific stormwater pollution control issues that may be
addressed by the PI/PP program.

Relationship to Audience

To be effective, messages must be tailored to the particular needs and concerns of a specific
audience. Know your audience, for different audiences relate to issues in different ways. Also,
’.ssues and messages may be "packaged" to suit the particular audience. For example, if a city
council is considering proposing a fee to fund the stormwater program, the message will need to
convey information about several issues: the nature of storrnwater pollution, the regulatory
:mandate, pollutant sources requiring control and specific program needs and costs.
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/qature of the Message

After you have defined important issues and target audiences, formulate your message: consider
what you want to say and how you want to say it. It is important that the messages be considerate
of and tailored to the specific lifestyles, concerns, informational needs and unique characteristics
of each audience. For example, if your community is near a river frequently used for recreation,
then the message may focus on the importance of preserving the water quality of the river so that
it may continue to be enjoyed by the community.

Also, keep your message as simple and clear as possible while making certain that it is complete.
Too little information can often be more harmful than no information at all. You also warn to
consider a mood. Do you want to project hopefulness, despair, a positive tone, a negative tone,
seriousness, humor? Whatever the message or the mood, make sure your message is honest and
valid so that you do not compromise the credibility of your program. Remember that the public
is bombarded by slick, high-tech advertisements by national corporations. Since your message is
competing for the public’s limited attention span, the message must capture people’s imagination
so that they are interested in paying attention to your program.

E. Outreach Techniques

Many techniques are available to spread the stormwater pollution control message, some of which
are more effective than others. Again, by considering your issues, audience and message, you can
determine the best vehicle to reach the targeted group. For example, some communities respond
better to radio spots than to printed materials, while other audiences may respond better to
workshops or informational presentations.

A few examples of outreach techniques are:

¯Advertising (newspapers, radio, * Brochures
television, billboards, bus shelters) * Fact sheets
Ēvents ¯ Public relations activities

¯ Presentations ¯ ~ kits
¯Workshops ¯ P~ter contests
¯ Community volunteer activities ¯ Videos
¯Utility inserts ¯ Graphic displays or educational models
¯ Newsletters * Public service announcements

¯Press conferences

R0033063



II. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

One of the f’trst steps in developing an effective PI/PP program is to establish some type of
administrative or management structure. This step involves identifying the key player(s) who will
~e involved in the PI/PP program and defining their roles and responsibilities. The primary roles
of these players are (I) to guide the overall development, implementation, and evaluation of the PI/
PP program and (2) to establish and manage the program budget. Every effort should be made to
:include environmental organizations and other interested community members in the PINP.
program management structure.

Early in the PIfPP program it is also important to develop a program identity such as a logo, slogan
and/or mascot. This identity will convey the spirit of the program, provide a urLifying theme in the
materials produced, and build public recognition of the program. A good example ofa stormwater
pollution prevention PI/PP program slogan is the one developed by the Alameda County Urban
Runoff Clean Water Program: "Only Rain Down the Storm Dram!" This slogan appears on the
program’s printed materials and conveys the essential message of the program in a catchy,
memorable way.

A. Strategy and Task Development

Once the PI!PP program management structure is set up, the key player(s) in the PI!PP program can
outline a strategy and develop tasks to implement the PI/PP program. As shown in Figure I, strategy
and task development are central to the PI/PP program planning process. Activities which are
important in this planning stage include:

¯Defining the goals and objectives of the program

* Developing a strategy to implement the goals and objectives

prioritizing the issues that must be communicated to the publicDefiningand

. Defining and prioritiz.ing specific target audiences

F̄ormulating appropriate messages to reach these audiences

¯Developing, producing, and distributing program materials and activities

Although there is logic to the order in which the steps are conducted, the planning process is not a
linear progression. Rather, it is ongoing and interactive, as shown in Figure I. It is useful to consider
each of the key elements of the planning process during development, implementation, and
evaluation of PI/PP program tasks. In the following sections, these key elements are presented in
detail.
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While pollution reduction is the primary goal of a stormwater quality PI/PP program, a myriad of            ~
related issues must be considered for the program to be effective. First, there are generic issues, such
a.~ the nature of stormwater pollution, how it enters the environment, and the approach of the
Stormwater Management Program to control it. The PI/PP program must also address a number of            "1"
specific issues on the methods available to the public to control stormwater pollution. Your audience Lv,ill determine what issues need to be the focus of any outreach effort. These are a few examples            _
of issues involving urban runoff:

REGULATORY MANDATE: Does the PI/PP program meet the r~quirements of the NPDES
permit?

PROGRAM AWARENESS: Do local decision makers and municipal personnel know about the
Stormwater Management Program and how to reduce stormwater pollution?

HUMAN HEALTH: What are the implications to human health associated with stormwater
pollution?

WATERSHED AW~SS: How does the character of the watershed affect stormwater
pollution?

~JNDING M~CHANISMS/BUDGET: How is the Stormwater Management Program financed?
Are there opportunities to obtain partial funding from corporations? How can costs be shared with
other similar programs?

STORM DRAIN MECHANICS: How does the storm drain system work? Most people assume that
s~ormwater is treated prior to discharge to creeks and waterways.

ECOLOGICAL IMPACTS: How does stormwater pollution affect local wildlife or habitat?

SOURCES AND NATUR~ OF POLLUTION: What are the sources of stormwater pollution and
how is it transported to local waterways?

PRIORITY POLLUTANTS: What are pollutants of concern in your watershed and what types of
products contain these pollutants?

Appendix B lists a number of other issues that a stormwater pollution PI/PP program may wish
to address.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This Program Development Guide provides a basic framework for planning a Public Information/
Public Participation (PI/PP) program and is intended to assist government agencies responding to
federal stormwater NPDES permit requirements. This document is not a comprehensive "how-to"
guide; rather, it provides general guidance about the process involved in planning a PI/PP program.
The information presented here is based upon the experience gained by various stormwater
management PI/PP programs throughout California.

As your agency embarks on this planning process, it is important to identify the specific
characteristics, lifestyle issues, values, and informational needs of the community so that the
materials produced and activities conducted fit the community. To plan effectively, your agency
should define any particular political or financial constraints that may affect the development or
implementation of a PI/PP program. In short, the effectiveness of your PI/PP program will depend             "~" ""
on how well you know your community.

A frequendy raised question pertaining to the development of a PI/PP program is, "How much will
an effective program cost?" A variety of tecb.niques can be used to educate the public, ranging
widely in cost. However, perhaps the most cost-effective technique for planning a PI/PP program ’--"-’
is to think carefully about how each of the items discussed in t.his document may apply to your
particular community. Thoughtful and strategic plarming can make even a small budget go a long -
way. Conversely, a tremendous amount of money can be uselessly spent if an agency does not really
understand the needs and concerns of an audience and, equally important, how to communicate with
that audience. Therefore, swategic plarming and careful coordination are cost-effective, time-
saving activities, and are important to developing a PUPP program that works. ~’~

The following sections describe the basic elements involved in plamamg a PUPP program. These
elements are presented graphically on the next page. A flow diagram showing the step-by-step
process of planning a PI/PP program is included as Appendix A.

R0033066



R0033067



This document was prepared by the Public Information/Public Participation Committee of the
APWAJSWRCB Stormwater Quality Task Force. Its purpose is to provide guidance to governmen-
tal agencies that are just beginning to develop public outreach programs in compliance with the new
storrnwater permit requirements in the Clean Water Act. The information is sufficient to give public
agencies an understanding of the basic components of a public outreach program to manage
stormwater quality.

On pages 18-20 is a list of agencies that have, or soon will establish public education programs.
Networking with already established programs is highly recommended. It will save time and use
resources most effectively.

Many thanks to the members of the committee that helped develop and shape this document. Special
thanks go to Vice-Chair Sharon Gosselm, Karen Boyd, Chuck Ellis, John Aldrich and Jag Salgaonkar
who did the majority of the work on the individual pieces.

Philip L. Richardson
City of Los Angeles

COMM/’I~I’EE MEMBERS

Cathy Aaron- Cathy E. Aaron, Consulting Pare Hodgins- Santa Clara Valley Nonpoint Source
Pollution Control Progr~n

John Aldrich- Camp Dresser & McKee

Tins Batt- l.,indsay Mttseum
Frank Kuo- Los Angeles County Public Works

Lori Okinaga- Sacramento County
Karen Boyd- Woodward-Clyde Consultants

Liz Brenner- City of S~,-r~mento
Joan R~$tow- ~verside County Transportation Dept.

Bob Cain- City of San Diego
Jq S, tlglonkar- CH2M Hill

Jason Christie- Riverside County Flood Conlzol
Mare Serizawa- Orange County EMA

Chuck Ellis- City of Los Angeles

Doug FleischlJ- Orange County Environmental
Tr~ey Smith- Resourc~ Conservation District

Management Agency Kendal Smeeth- CH2M HiLl

Sharon Gosselin- Alameda County Naresh Varrna- San Bemardino County Flood
Urban Runoff Cleanwater Program Control Diswict
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State of

Memorandum

to ’ RPG, RAH, DD, MP, XS ~a~6 Sept 1993

From : CAU~RNIA R~IONAL WATH QUAUTY CONTR~ BOARD-LOS ANGE].ES REGION
101 C4e~ ~za D~e, M4mterey Pork, ~ 917~21~
T.ieph4m.:(215) 2~75~

~bi~: CALTRANSMEETING

Mark Pumford, Xavier Swamikannu, and myself, met with Wayne
~allantyne and Ralph Sasaki of Caltrans District 7, yesterday to
¯ discuss Caltrans’ non compliance with NPDES Municipal Stormwater
Discharge Permit No. CA0061654. Caltrans was eager to meet with us
~ecause later this week they meet with NRDC to discuss their
potential suit.

County to discuss what needed to be done (by Caltrans) county-wide.
~altrans said that they would install samplers on selected
highways. (We would have the final say of where they go.) We will
supply Caltrans a copy of the Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Project’s monitoring program which discusses highway monitoring.
They will also work with Xavier and UCLA to determine the
effectiveness of highway runoff filters.    The new monitoring
program will incorporate previous highway monitoring efforts
conducted in the region.

Caltrans gave us copies of a stormwater management program that
Caltrans District 4 (San Francisco Bay) had put together. Caltrans
was looking for our approval of District 4’s program so that it
could be adapted to suit District 7’s region. I will comment on
their draft and then they’ll finalize it and submit to us.

At the LA County Fair, Caltrans has a table where they have some
public education materials. One of which
advisory flyer. They said that they will be working with the
~ounty and other permittees to develop public education materials.

I mentioned to Caltrans that we do not know how their construction
sites are run nor do we know what occurs at their maintenance
facilities. They will incorporate ~his information into their
Stormwater Management Manual.

Finally, Caltrans said that they are actually doing work bu~ have
not spent any time documenting progress.     They are now in
communication with their headquarters who is finally realizing the
gravity of the problems faced by ~a!trans state-wide.
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Septe~er 15, 1993

Rod Kubomoto
Los ~geles County Department of P~lic Works
Waste Management Division
P.O. Box 1460
Alha~ra, ~ 91802-1460

CO~LI~CE ~ ~QUIR~ TO OBTAIN ~ I~US~I~ S~

Enclosed, for your info~ation, is a sample letter that the
Regional Board sent out to potential industrial facilities in non-
compliance with the Federal and S~ate sto~ water re~lations.
Also, attached is a list with the companies cited for non-
compliance.                                                                                         ""

Nark R. Pum~rd, Ch~
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STA~ ~ ~UFOItN~ ~ ~LSOIq.

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD~ ~
~’~OS ANGELES REGION

~Ot~TER~ ~R~ ~ 917~21~
~13) 2~7500

18153 NAPA ST
NORTHRIDGE CA 91324

COM~LIANCEg~ITHREQUIREMENTTOOBTAINANINDUSTRL%LSTORM
WATER PERMIT (NPDES CAS000001)

On November 16, 1990, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
promulgated regulations that require many categories of industrial
facilities to apply for a storm water discharge permit by October
i, 1992. On November 19, 1991, the StAte Water Resources Control
Board adopted a statewide General Industrial Activities Storm Water
Permit (General Permit). To obtain coverage under this General
Permit each industrial facility is required to file a Notice of
Intent (NOI). Permitees are required to develop and implement a
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and to monitor storm
water leaving the facility.

Our files indicate that you have not yet submitted an NOI for
:overage under the General Permit as required by § 13260 of the
~alifornia Water Code. You are therefore in violation of § 13260
of the California Water Code. § 13261 and § 13265 of the Water
~ode provides for significant penalties for violations of the
General Permit requirements or for failure to obtain a permit.

Enclosed is a copy of the General Permit which includes an NOI form
and instructions. Please submit a completed NOI form and
appropriate fee within 30 days to the address shown on the General
Permit transmittal letter. You must also complete a SWPPP and
monitoring program within 90 days of receipt of this letter.

If you have questions regarding the storm water program, please
contact Dan Radulescu at (213) 266-7656.

Mark R. Pumford, Chief
Stormwater Unit

cc: Rod Kubomoto, L.A. County Department of Public Works
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A & C ELECTRONICS
18153 NAPA ST
NORTHRIDGE CA 91324

ACCURATE ENGINEERING
8~%0 TELFAIR ST

ACUTE P~TING
~621 INDI~A ST
~S ~GELES ~ 90033

1250 S~ FE~ ~
~)S ~GELES ~ 90065

A~ION ~P~R PRO~S INC

V~ ~S ~ 91406

A~SON
8357 ~ AV
~ P~K ~ 91304

~LISON- ~U~
7640 ~LL AV
V~ ~S ~ 91406

~Y SPOT ~LPE~ ~RP./~C
2o35 G~I~E
~)S ~GELES ~ 90025

~ORE D~ HOUSE
6850 ~ AV
NO. HOLLanD ~ 91605

~P~ ~LISHING ~
951 ~ON AV
~)S ~GELES ~ %0~07

~I~ INC
8944 ~LBRIG~ AV
~TSWORTH ~ 91311

~R~ INC
8928 ~RIG~ AV
C~TSWOR~ ~ 91311

~ERI~ NATION~ ~
20730 P~IRIE(E.OF DE
C~TSWORTH ~ 91311

~GELL & GIRO~ INC
2727 ~ ST
~)S ~GELES ~ 90033

~TRO CHRO~ ~ ~LISHING
15236 ERWIN ST
V~ ~S ~ 91401

B~W SPECIalTY ~VE~TISING
2~30 PONTIUS AV
U)S ~GELES ~ 90046

B~:~ I~USTRIES
3447 15TH ST
~>S    ~GELES    ~    90023
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BERMUR INDUSTRIES,    INC
529 CERES AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90013

BOYLES SNYDER CO
6610 LEXINGTON AV
I~S ANGELES CA 90038

(IAL-DORAN METALLURGICAL SERVIC
2846 LUGO ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

CALIF TECH PLATING CORP
11533 nP~LEY AV
PACOIHA CA 91340

CALIFORNIA PANTOGRAPHINC
20803 DEARBORN ST
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

CA~A DE CHROHE
6868 FARMDALE AV
NO HOLL~OOD CA 91605

CERTIFIED ENAMELING INC
3352 UNION PACIFIC AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

CERTIFIED ENAMELING INC
2342 EMERY ST
I~S ANGELES CA 90023

CHATSWORTH PLATING CO.
~865 CANOGA AV
CJ~NOGA PARK CA 91304

CIRCUIT MANUFACTURING
9535 OWENSMO~FL~H AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

CIRCUIT SERV ICES / PROTOTECH
] 8634 PARTHENIA ST
NORTHRIDGE CA 91324

DECORATIVE METAL FINISHING
12990 8P.~FORD ST
~ACOIMA CA 91331

DELTA CIRCUITS, INC.
16028 ARHINTA ST
VAN NLWS CA 91406

DIP BP~AZE INC
9131 DE GARMO AV
~UN VALLEY CA ~1352

~OLPHIN ENGINEERING
1842 41ST PL
DOS ANGELES CA 90058

E/M LUBRICANTS
6940 FARHDALE AV
~O HOLLYWOODCA    91605

E LECTRO~T I C
3349    UNION    PACIFIC AV
LOS A!~GELES CA 90023

R0033081



ELECTRO~4ATI C
7351 RADFORD AV
NO. HOLLYW(>gD CA 91605

ELECTRONICS PLASTICS COMPANY %
20;35 NORDHOFF ST
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

ELECTROPATH INC
10137 CANOGA AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

ELECTROPLATING TECHNOLOGY INC.
9625 COZYCROFT AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91331

F/H PLATING CO.
120~3 VOSE ST
NO    HOLLYWOOD CA 91605

FELBRO, INC.
3666 OLYMPIC SL
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

FUTURE RACKS, INC.
5742 BANDERA ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90058

G & L PLATING CO#{PANY
7752 DENSMORE AV
VAN NLTYS CA 91406

GEBE ELECTRONICS
4112 JEFFERSON BL .
LOS ANGELES CA 90016

GENES PLATING WORKS
3498 14TH ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

GRAPHIC RESEARCH
9334 MA~ON AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

ITT. GILFILLAN
7866 ORION AV
VAN NUYS CA 91409

ITT. GILFILLAN
15330 RAYMER ST
VA/~ NIIYS CA 91409

IT’: GILFILLAN
7821 ORION AV
VAN NI/YS CA 91409

IT’7, GI LFILLAN
78!16 ORION AV
VAN NUYS CA 91409

J ¯ D PLATING
7712    GLORIA AV
VA!~ NI;YS CA 91406

KETEMA INC.ALUMINUM EXTRUSION
30i2    TREA!)WELL(E.SF RD,N.FLTR)
ATWATER-L.A.     CA    90065
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L N L ANODIZING
9900 GLENOAKS BL
S~JN VALLEY CA 91352

LANCE INDUSTRIES
13001 BRADLEY AV
SYLMAR CA 91342

M & R PLATING CORPORATION
10939 MAGNOLIA BL
NO. HOLLYWOOD CA 91601

MALCO A MICRODOT CO
2 2 0 PASADENA AV
SO PASADENA CA 91036

3700 BROADWAY PL
LOS ANGELES CA 90007

MICRO MATIC USA INC
19791 BAMAMA ST
NORTHRIDGE CA 91324

NELSON NA~PLATE CO
3179 CASITAS AV
I~3S ANGELES CA 90039

NETWORKS ELECTRONICS CORP
9750 DE SOTO AV

21642 MARILLA ST
CKATSWORTM CA 91311

ORCHIDS & ROSES ,    INC
3499 15TH ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

P~kCIFIC BONDE CO
11246 ILEX AV
PACOIMA CA 91331

P~%CIFIC PLATING
3¢00 U~ION PACIFIC AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

PKNKAJ INTERNATIONAL INC.
3040 ROSSLYN ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90065

PHOTO CHEM ETCH CORP
7714 SAN FERNANDO RD
SUN VALLEY CA 91352

PFIYLR ICH INTERNATIONAL
I000 ORANGE DR.
N HOLLYWOOD CA 90038

PROTOTECH CIRCUITRY, INC.
9615 COZYCROFT AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

~_~ R & E PLATING CO
3S00 Lr~ION PACIFIC AV
LDS A/~GELES CA 90023
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RACAAR CIRCUIT INDUSTRIES,INC.
9225 ~tLABAMA AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

RAPID PLATING INC
1216 SLAUSON AV
~OS ANGELES CA 90044

ROCKET INDUSTRIES INC.
3521 UNION PACIFIC AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

ROY~LE SILVER CO.    / N.BALLON
¯ 7930 3RD ST.~ LOS ANGELES CA 90048

RRR GLASSWERKS INC.
3008 SAN PEDRO ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90011

SAL’S PLATING CO.
3419 UNION PACIFIC AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90023

SEmi CIRCUITS CO
18718 BRY~WT ST
NORTHRIDGE CA 91324

SOLDER WORLD
9555 OWENSMOUTH AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

$~      SO~ERS & EL~ORE
10717 CHOLER BL
NO. HOLLYWOOD CA 91601

SPACE AGE PLTNG DBAPLATERONICS
9164    INDEPENDENCE AV
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

STANDARD NICKEL-CHRO~I~4 PLATI
826 62ND ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90001

STARLITE ORIGINAI~So INC
1601 INDIANA ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90063

SY~C~ ENGINEERING INC.
15749 STAGG ST
VA5 NUYS CA 91406

TAVCO INC
20500 PRAIRIE ST
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

TEC- PROCESSING CO.
II~63     ILEX AV
PAC’OIMA CA 91331

TELEDYNE M I CROELECTRON I CS
12~30 PANAMA ST
LOS ANGELES CA 90066

THE: BU~4PER    SHOP, INC.
. 80~ FLORENCE AV

ANGELES CA 90001
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TOP COAT METAL FINISHING
528 E ST
WI~4INGTON CA 90744

TSM COMPANY
3422 PICO 8L
LOS ANGELES CA 9001%

ULTRAMET
I 2173 MONTAO~E ST
PACOIMA CA 91331

VALLEY PLATING WORKSINC
2701 SAN FERNAI~DO RD
LOS ANGELES CA %0065

VAN NUYS PLATING INC
6109 VESPER AV
VAN NUYS CA 91401

VIKING ELECTRONICS, INC
15521 LAN~K ST
VAN NI~S CA 91406

W.A.BENJAMIN ELECT~IC CO.
1615 STAUNTON AV
LOS ANGELES CA %0021

WINCHESTER ELEC~ON ICS/USECO
13536 SATICOY ST
VAN NTJYS CA 91402

WON~ON ICS INC
3048 COOLIDGE AV
LOS ANGELES CA 90039
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~0| CENTRE PLA~
M~TER~ PARK, ~ 917~-21~

(213) 2~7~

August 27, 1993

Mr. Rod Kubomoto
Supervising Civil Engineer
Waste Management Division
Los Angeles County

Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Avenue
Alhambra, CA 91803-1331

REPLY TO REQUEST FOR ALL NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION
SYSTEM    (NPDES)    PERMITTED DISCHARGES~N UPPER LOS ANGELES AND UPPER
SAN GABRIEL RIVER DRAINAGE BASINS

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles
Region (Regional Board) has received your letter dated July 28,
1993, requesting a copy of all NPDES permitted discharges in the
upper Los Angeles and upper San Gabriel River Drainage Basins. The
most recent data associated with eachmonitoring permit is also
requested.

A full copy of every NPDES permit adopted by the Regional Board
within the County of Los Angeles is sent to your department for

files. The monitoring data requested is available at ouryour
office from 8-4 pm Monday through Friday by appointment. As you
may know, each NPDES permit has a staff member assigned to oversee
permittee compliance. All staff members will gladly open their
monitoring files to you as needed. Board staff will shortly supply
your staff with all the NPDES permittees names and the
corresponding Regional Board staff members name.

If you have any questions please call Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-
7598.

Mark R. Pumford, Chief
Stormwater Unit
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FROM:LA CO DPtd LOP ~ TO:C~B - LA REGION ~-- ~ ~, 1993 1:40~M

-
~S ANGELES COUN~ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

F~ CO~R SHE~

july 29, 199~                                                                                                    ~

TO: Carlos Urrunaga
California Regional Water Quality Control Board

WasteManagement Division
(818) 458-6989

FAX (818) 45B-4992

~JMBER OF PAGES (including this sheet)|

REMARKS:    Attached is th~ 24-hour hotline letter for your

information. Please do not release the 24-hour hotllne number

until the program is fully developed.

Thank you.
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.... FP0~:L~ ~ ~ L{3P ~l!          T0:CRt~IC~ LQ EGION       3LL 29, ~3 ~:4~P~I ~9~2

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dear Mayor clraulo:

24-HOUR HOTLINE FOR ILLEGkL DZBClf~RG~8
AND DUMPING INTO STORM DRAZNS

As yOU are aware, everything dumped into storm drains and open
storm channels eventually ends up in the ocean.    Accordingly,
Los Angeles County, through the Department of Public Works (DPW),
has created a 24-hour storm Drain Hotline number (800-303-0003)
allow citizens to report suspected illegal discharges and dumping
into storm drain systems, including street gutters and natural
water courses.    Our Hotline operators will obtain available
information and contact the local law enforcement agency to request
a response to the scene ~or investigation and enforcement, other
~eferrals will be made to the appropriate city or DPW maintenance
personnel responsible for containment and cleanup activities.

The Hotline is an outgrowth of the county’s role in implementing
~andates associated with the. National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Permit for Stormwater/Urban Runoff Discharges
~ssued by the Cali£ornia Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Los Angeles Region. The Permit requires the County, cities, and
other agencies to develop water quality management proqrams which
include the detection and elimination of illegal discharges and
dumping. We encourage your support for this important tool for
suc~ activities.

The Environmental Crimes/OSHA Division of the Los Anqeles County
District Attorney’s Office will be contacting your law enforcement
agency to coordinate their support and assistance.
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o FROM:LA C~ DPW LOP ~,~
TO:CRWQCB - LA

~st.lt

Honorable Joseph C. Ciraulo
July 28, 1993
Page 2

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contao~
Mr. Rod Kubomoto at (818) 458-3537, Monday ~hrough Thursday,
7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

EDMUND D. EDELMAN
chairman
Boar~ o~ Supervisors
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
9~0 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE                                                                                                                                                                                ~

ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 911103-1331

THOMAB &. TIDEMANBON. ~
Telephone: (81E) 455-~100

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O.BOX 14~)

ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91~02-14~)

T

July 28, 1993 ~F,~,o~,~e WM-3

Dr. Robert Ghire111
Executive Officer
Callfornla Reglonal Water

Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghlre111:

NATIONAL POLLL"~A~ DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (PERMIT)

Our NPDES Permit requires us to identify legal and illegal
dischargers to the storm drain system. In order to comply with the
Permit, we request the following information:

I. A copy of all NPDES Permits issued for storm drain system
discharges in the Upper Los Angeles and Upper San Gabriel
River Drainage Basins.     Discharge permits should be
separated by drainage basin. Also indicate the storm drain
receiving the permitted discharge.

2. The most recent monitoring data associated with each permit.

Please provide the information by October 30, 1993.

If you have any questions, please contact Mazen Dudar at
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMJtNSON
Director of Public Works

ROD KUBOMOTO
Water Quality Section
waste Management Division

MD:mp
ILL.DIS
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July 19, 1993

"6.6Long UnitedBeach StateS{A. Navy

7. Consideration of NPDES Requ~Jnents. ReSci.ssion.{J. Lewis} (The Board ~ill be a~ke~L dur~ngapublic
hearing to rescind lhe permit for ghe following facilRy.)

7̄.~ Northrop Unive.nity (Data Procec, s~ Sc.ho~l), Ingiewood CA0053309

8. Consideration of Non-N’PDES Requirements - Re.sci~on. {J.
~e

"8.1 Pacific Radiator Se.~vice, Santa Paula 60.11,?.
"8.2 Davis Investment, Ojai Oil Field 61-213
"8_3 U.S. Forest Service, Ro¢~ VaJley 71.002
¯ 8.4 S.Rose Cooperage, Mo~tebeJ]o 72-009

~
"~ 9.

Review of Second Year Compliauce with the County of Los Angeles Stormwater

~
~ C.Urrunnga} ($taff~ilipre~e~

12. Cl~ed
se~ion to d~cu~ O~e~e rn~e~.

.1 United States, State of Califor=ia,
Dismet of C.atifomig ~ Number C%rrT-30,t’M.fl,, Amended Cotxteat De.ca’ee.

.2 United States and California Regioual Ware, Ouality Coatrol Board, Los Angeles Region, v.
County Sanitation Districts
C.aliforaia, Case Number 924X~61RG (JILt).

N atm’al R e.~ur = Damng~ C,a.s~
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"!’~"
~#ll~ Agenda

July 19, 1993

At any than during the regular se~ion, the Board may adjourn to a dosed ~ion to co-elder litigation,
persormel matters, or to deliberate on a de.cmion to be reached ba.~.d upon evidence iatroduced in a                -
heanng. Diccu.ssion of litigation ~ with~ the attorney-client privilege and may be held in closed seu~on.
Authority:. Government Code Sea, on ll126(a)(d)(q).

~DJOU]~N~.NT                                                                 .

13.    Adjo~’1~.ment Io Regular Mcelin8 of Augusl 23, 1993, al 9-.~ am., ~ Ooun~’;l Chambers, City of

~ B uenavent~ra, 501 Poll Street, Veatm, a.
11

~ c~py of ~e Agenda ~ available for ~i~o~ by t~e public ~ ~he office ~Tf ~he Boar~ du~’~g regular ~g
hot~,~. Please ca[~ ~e F.xecut~ve Office ar (2~3) 266-7$l~ for general i~fotmario~ abour ~e Age~d~
a~ou~ specific i:em~ on ~he Age~d~ should be d~rec~e~ ~o ~he ~aff pe~on who~e name i~ ILrted ~t~ ~he i~em.

....
~ Material presented to the Board ~ part of te.ytimony that ~ to be made pa~ of the record mu~ b¢ left with the ’
._~ Boa.-d. This inctudes photographs, $1ide~ charts, diagranu,’etc.

All Boa~lfiles pertaining to the iten~ on thi~ Agenda are hereby made a pa~ of the record submitted to the Regional
Boa¢d by staff for i~ consideration p~ior to action an ~he ~elated items.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

Glendale, California
July 19, 1993

366th Regular

ITEM: 9

SUBJECT: STORMWATER PERMIT FOR THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY -
SECOND YEAR COMPLIANCE INFORMATION ITEM

DISCUSSION: On June 18, 1990, the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Regional Board) adopted
waste discharge requirements    for municipal
stormwater and urban runoff discharges in Los
Angeles County with the Los A~.geles County
Department of Public Works (Counuy) as the
principal permittee. The County of Los Angeles is
divided into five drainage basins that are phased
into the municipal stormwater program starting with
the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin on July i,
1990. There are 22 co-permittees in this phase 19
cities, the County of Los Angeles, Caltrans, and
unincorporated areas of Ventura County. In July
1992, the Upper Los Angeles and San Gabriel River
Drainage Basins, involving 36 cities, were phased
into the On I, 1993, theProgram. July Lower Los
Angeles and San Gabriel River Drainage Basins,
involving 30 cities, were phased into the program.

During the second year of the permit (July I, 1991
to June 30, 1992), the Santa Monica Bay Drainage
Basin permittees were required to complete six
tasks. These tasks included: prepare an urban
runoff monitoring program; develop additional BMPs
to    control    pollutants    from    construction,
residential, commercial, and industrial si~es;
develop procedures to detect and eliminate illegal
discharges; submit evidence of Early Action BMP
implementation; and submit evidence of adequate
legal authority to regulate illegal discharges to
drainage facilities and to prosecute violators.

Board staff have reviewed the submittals and the
comments received from the Principal and Co-
permittees, other agencies, and environmental
groups.    The attached reports detail staff’s
evaluation of the permittees’ performance during
the second year of the program. The report also
contains recommendations for ~he permittees to
bring the program up to speed.

RECO~Eh~ATION: Information Item. No action required.
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REPORT ON THESTAFF
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY

REVIEW OF SECOND TEAR COMPLL&NC~
(July I, 19%1 - June

I. BACKGROUND

On June 18, 1990, this Regional Board adopted Order No. 90-079 (NPDES No.
CA0061654) regulating storm water and urban runoff discharges from separate
storm water sewers throughout Los Angeles County.

The area-wide municipal storm water permit was issued specifically recognizing
that the storm drainage system in Los Angeles County is interconnected across
numerous municipal jurisdictions. A workable and cost-effective storm water
management program may be achieved only if Best Management Practices (BMPs)
are used effectively to address, minimize, and/or prevent the pollution of
storm water ru.noff on an area wide basis.    Consequently, adoption and
implementation of widely applicable pollution prevention practices as the
lnitial step would be the most practical and efficient approach to ensure
program effectiveness.

The Regional Board requires that permittees within their jurisdictionsimplement storm water management practices that are an integral part of a
comprehensive area-wide storm water program.    This may be achieved by
incorporating a set of the same BMPs in all municipalities and a supplemental
series of BMPs specific to the characteristics of a geographic location or
hydrologic area. Other factors for consideration in effective BMP program
development include:

I. Cross-Jurisdictional Aoreement~ - A program for detecting and
eliminating illegal connections, discharges, and disposal is essential
for the overall success of the storm water program. The closures of Los
Angeles County beaches due to high bacteria cotunts coming from the stormdrainage system exemplify the fact that contaminants, litter, or other
materials found in one municipality may originate from another area or
municipality leading to cross-jurisdictional impacts. In order to
effectively respond to such occurrences, a formal agreement should be
developed by permittees similar to one being developed by the Ballona
Creek Task Force chaired by the Los Angeles County Department of Public

2. Construction Sites - The control of pollutants in surface runoff from
construction sites is essential in preventing the flow of sedime/%ts and
other waste materials and/or contaminants to the drainage system.

Municipal permittees are encouraged to adopt ordinances like ~hose of
the citles of Santa Monica and Malibu and develop enforcement
strategies. These may include inspections at construction sites to
insure that all practices are done in a proper and legal manner, and
that problems are rectified immediately.

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) adopted a General
Construction Storm Water Permit on August 20, 1992, which reeD/ires ~hat
a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) be retained on site and
will be made available to Regional Board or local authorityrepresentatives when requested.    The SWPPP establishes procedures
adopted by the site operator to prevent the pollution of storm water
leaving ~he s~te, and ls an ~mportan~ document to verify proper
practlces.

0001~
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enforcement program whlch at a minimum shall include the znspection cf
industrial and commercial sites for compliance with mtu~ici~al storm
water pollution prevention programs. Such a program may utilize the
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to verify compliance at
facilities subject to the State of California General Industrial Storm
Water Permit, and for notification of Regional Board staff for follow-up
action.

4. ~ - The City of Los Angeles and the City of Torrance
have proposed and implemented noteworthy storm water programs and
policies which may be effective in the prevention of runoff pollution.
Regional Board staff suggests that all permittees consider such programs
for potential implementation.

At the January 27, 1992, and January25, 1993, Board meetings, staff presented
revlews of compliance with first and second year req%/irements of the m~nicipal
storm water permit, respectively. At that time, not all requirements for Year
1 had been completed and some were carried over to Year 2.

During the first year of the Permit (July i, 1990 - June 30, 1991), the cities
and entitles within the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin were phased into the
Storm Water Program - 19 cities, the County of Los Angeles, Caltrans, and
unincorporated areas of Ventura County.

The City of Thousand Oaks, which has a portion draining to the Santa Monica
Bay Drainage Basin, submitted ?art 1 and Part 2 application for a separate
Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit for that portion on March 25, 1992 and
March 25, 1993, respectively. The City of Thousand Oaks is cooperating with
the County of Los Angeles to ensure that all necessary information, data

aC°mpilati°n’timely manner.BMP compilation, and other relevant information Is completed in

On July i, 1992, 36 entities from the Upper Los Angeles River and the Upper
San Gabriel River Drainage Basins became permittees under Phase II of the
storm water permit. These clties in the Upper Los Angeles River Basin are:
Burbank, Glendale, Hidden Hills, and San Fernando. Cities in the Upper San
Gabriel River Drainage Basin are: Alhambra, Arcadia, Azusa, Baldwin Park,
Bradbury, Claremont, Covina, Diamond Bar, Duarte, E1 Monte, Glendora,
Industry, Irwindale, La CaiSada Flintridge, La Habra Heights, La Puente, La
Verne, Monrovia, Montebello, Monterey Park, Pasadena, San Dimas, San Gabriel,
San Marino, Sierra Madre, South E1 Monte, South Pasadena, Temple City, Walnut,
and West Covina.

On July I, 1993, 30 entities from the Lower Los Angeles River and the Lower
San Gabriel River Drainage Basins will become permittees under Phase III of
t~e storm water permit. These entities include: Artesia, Bell, Bellflower,
Bell Gardens, Carson, Cerritos, Commerce, Compton, Cudahy, Downey, Gardena,
Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Huntington Park, Lakewood, La Mirada, Lawndale,
Lomita, Long Beach, Lynwood, Maywood, Norwalk, Paramount, Pico Rivera, Santa
Clarlta, Santa Fe Springs, Signal Hill, South Gate, Vernon, and Whittier.

For the purposes of this Attachment, tasks that are requirements of the
Municipal Permit will be underlined. Required actions necessary to fulfill
the requirements are shown in bold.

FIRST YEAR PERMIT REQUIREMENTS - SANTA MONICAIf. COMPLIANCEWITH REMAINING
BAY DRAINAGE BASIN

Task 2.1.8 Submit Early Action BMPs (EABMPs) durin~ the first year Q~
~.~rmlt for aDzroval by the Executive Officer.

00~1 ~,~
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An EABMP ls G=~ined as an existing storm w~ter/urban runoff management
~ractice that is optim~zed tc the maxlmumextent practicable in efficiency £or
the control or preventlon of storm water runoff pollution.

Fifteen plans for this activity were submitted to the Board on January 23,
19~2; however, the cities of E1 Seg~undo, Malibu, Inglewood, Calabasas, Co~unty
of Ventura, and the City of Beverly Hills submitted their EABMPs between J~ne
17 and November 18, 1992.

EABMP plans and implementation represent a wide rangeschedules for su~itted
of BMPs. All EABMPS proposed by individual cities may help prevent or control
storm water pollution in their respective areas but may not be the most
effective method of minimizing storm waterpollution if not implemented on an
area wide basis.

III. SECOND YEA!~ COMPLIANCE WITH PERMIT ]%EQUI]%EMENTS

Year 2 requirements were submitted by all Permittees, on July 2, 1992, except
ventura County, which to date has not submitted the required information.

tasks, and Regional Board review of the submittals, follows:The required

Task 3.1 For each Drainaae Basin. prepare and submit to the Reuional Board.
for approval bv the Executive Officer. a monitorina program designed to:

a. detect accurately the constituents and parameters of concern.
discharces indlcated in the workDlan, and to ldentifv Possible sources

b.    identi~v ille~al dischargers and/or locations of illicit dismosal

Permittees submitted a monitoring program workplan on March 26, 1992, which
was deficient in several respects. A detailed staff review of the workplan
and required amendments are provided in Attachment 2. Regional Board staff
and Los Angeles County Department of Public Works staff have had several
discussions on deficiencies in the pla~s and are near agreement on a final
monitoring program.

Task 3.1.2 Submit to the Reoional Board for approval a plan with schedule of
implementation of Additional BMPs (ABMPs). Judoed aPPropriate for each city
cr dra~nace basin, to control pollutants from residential, commercial, and
industrial sites to the maximum extent Practicable.

~oard staff has determined that the following BMPs shall constitute the
~.inlmum re~ired for area-wide implementation. These BMPs will be used to
evaluate compliance with BMP requirements of the permit. These BMPs will not
entirely satisfy the KABMP nor the A~MP requirements but serve as a minimt~m.
~his list is not an additional requirement, but incorporates BMPs already
~roposed by some permittees.    It establishes an area-wide minimum BMP
implementation standard for storm wat.~ management in the Santa Monica Bay
watershed.

i.    Establish or improve an area-wide catch basin stenciling
program with a universal stencil to discourage dumping,
discarding, and/or discharge of pollutants, carriers, and/or
debris into storm drainage systems county wide.

2. Develop programs to promote, publicize and facilitate public
reporting of illegal discharges and/or dumping (Permit Task

R0033101



Adept a runoff control ordinance requiring the use of BMPs
du:~n~ and after construction and at selected commercial and
industrial establishments (Permit Tasks 3.1.2, and 3.1.4.)

4. Augment public education and outreach programs with regard
to catch basins and storm drainage systems and their intended
purpose.

5. Provide additlonal catch basin and storm water channel
cleaning when and where needed.

6. Increase cleaning frequency of and number of roadside trash
receptacles in areas where needed.

7. Increase street sweeping in areas where needed.

8. Create or augment a program to eliminate the improper
disposal of litter, lawn/gardenclippings, andpet feces into
the street or areas where runoff may carry these pollutants
to the storm drainage system.

9. Implement facility inspections of auto repair shops, auto
body shops, auto parts and accessory shops, gasoline
stations, end restaurants (Permit Task 3.1.2).

10. Encourage owners and occupants of homes or businesses to
remove dirt, rubbish, and debris from their sidewalks and
alleys which may contribute pollutants to urban runoff.

II. Encourage recycling of oil, antifreeze, glass, plastic, and
other materials to prevent their improper disposal into the
storm drainage system.

12. Encourage the proper disposal of Household Hazardous Wastes
tc prevent the improper disposal of such materials to the
storm drainage system.

13. Encourage the proper use and conservation of water to
minimize runoff from landscaped areas, lawns, golf-courses,
etc.

A detailed pl~u, with schedule of im~lem~ntatiOnnoOf above mentlonedjul¥ baselinel, 1993.
BM~s, must be submitted to this Regional Board later than

The Additional BMP plans submitted are inadequate for control of pollutants
from residential, commercial, and industrial sites. Greater detail must be
provided and a revised schedule for implementation must be submitted. ABMPs
selected for implementation must supplement EABMPs and must control pollutants
to the maximum extent practicable on an area-wide basis.

A plan, with schedule of imp)lamentation, for additional B~(Ps Judged
appropriate for each city or drainage basin must be developed. These ABI~Ps,
i=~D1emanted to control pollutants from residentlal, commercial, and industrial
si~es to the maximum extent practicable, must be subm/tted to this Regional
Board no later than July I, 1993.

Ta~k 3.1.3 ~’:bmit for aPProval a plan with schedule of implementation of
Dl.~cedures [c letect and eliminate ille~al discharces and illicit disposal
practice.
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q:~e plans submitted to zumply with this requirement are inadequate. Scz.e
Farm:trees ha\~ proposed only the standardization o~ hazardous material spill
containment capabilitles and response procedures to improve containment and
clean-up. The standardization of containment procedures is not in itself
sufficient and as such does not satisfy permit requirements. Other permittees
omitted information altogether.

A plan, with schedule of im~lamantation of ~ro~edures to,erect and eliminate
illegal discharges and illicit disposal practices, ~stbe su!~/ttod to this
Regional Board no later than July 1, 1993.

Task 3.1.4 Submit for aooroval a olan with schedule of implementation of
measures to control pollutants in surface runoff from constr%tction sites.

Board staff’s review of plams submitted for this recluirement determined that
the ABMPs for control of pollutants from construction sites are inadequate.
More detail must be provided and a revised schedule for implementation must
be submitted. ABMPs selected for implementation must supplement EABMPs.

One permittee responded that because all ~developed lots in its jurisdiction
are less than one tenth of an acre in size, no plan to control pollutants or
sediments is necessary other than simply sandbagging. This may be true for
sediment or erosion control but does not necessarily control waste materials
generated during construction. A plan for the control of pollutants for
construction sites is required regardless of size under the municipal
compliance program. Construction activity may include any distttrbance of soil
including excavation, grading, and demolishing.

Another permittee has proposed to make construction contractors aware of
permit regulations and the problems associated with contaminated runoff. Such
measures may be adequate for certain municipalities but are most effective if

municipal jurisdictions. In addition, other BMPs must bepracticed across
considered.

A Plan, with schedule of implementation of measures to �ontrol~ollutants Im
surface runoff fzom �onstruction ~itas, mn~t b~ .u~mitted to t~i~ Regional
Board no later than July I, 1993.

Task 3.2 Evidence of satisfactoz-v progress of implementation of plan and
schedule for early action BMPs

The Cities of Torrance and Los Angeles have implemented EABMPs in advance of
the Executive Officer’s approval. These cities are the only permittees in
compliance with this requirement. Progress made by these municipalities is
very positive. Permittees should consider the implementation of similar
programs and/or practices. Staff commends the initiative taken by these
cities. Other cities have indicated that they have kmplemented EABMPs as
well, but no documentation has been submitted to the Regional Board.

earl~ action~M~and additional B~P~must be submitted to t~isReglonal Board
no later than July i, 1993.

Task 3.3 Evidence of all requisite leual authority to reuulate ille~al
discharges and illicit disposal oractices to drainage facilities, and tu
prosecute violators

The Permit Implementation Agreement submitted to ~he Board to satisfy Task 3.3
is an agreement between permlttees which establishes responsibilitles with
respect to compliance with the Storm Water Permit. The agreement, however,
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does not ~ ........ ra~_ that the permittees possess ade~aate legal authcri=y t.
regulate lliegal dlscnarges and zlllcit disposal practices tO Storm ’wa=er
drainage facliities, and to prosecute violators. While general nuisance codes
and rules may exist, it is important to adopt specific legal regulations
specific tO storm water and urban runoff, both tO educate the public at large
and to consolidate the authority to enforce violations.

The City of Santa Monica and the City of Malibu have developed model
ordinances which provide legal authority to enforce storm water program
requirements. Similar model ordinances should to be considered by all
permittees in the drainage basin. These cities’ ordinances are a forward step
in satisfying the legal authority requirements.

The City of Santa Monica Urban Runoff Pollution Ordinance requires the use ~f
pollutant and runoff control measures; contains pollution control mandates for
all construction sites within the city; and requires reduction in urban runoff
flows from all new development.

The City of Malibu Ordinance No. 51U establishes storm water managemen:
standards, and amends the excavation and grading standards of the municipal
code to comply with the Federal Clean Water Act.

A summary of all re~uislte legal authority to regulate illegal discharges and
illicit disDosal practices to ~rainage facilities and to prosecute violators
must be sub=Litted to this Regional Board no later than July i, 1993.    The
actual sections of m~nicipal o~dinances ~st be eubm/tted to this Board no
later than September 17, 1993.

IV. MONITORING WORK PLAN FOR THE SANTA MONICA BAY WATERSHED

A. SUMMARY

Board staff, in evaluating the Santa Monica Bay (SMB) Watershed monitoring
work-plan, considered (I) existing storm water monitoring programs in other
urban areas of the State, (2) the United States Environmental Protection
Agency guidance for municipal storm water permitting, (3) recent reports by
the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project on non-point source pollution, and
(4) comments received by Los Angeles County during public review of the plans.

Although the monitoring plan submitted by the County and co-perm~t~ees
addresses the specific objectives req~/ired by the permit (Board Order No. 9~-
079, Section 3.1.1), it overlooked the objective of the Storm Water Progr~:
whizh is to achieve a reduction of pollutants discharged through storm wa~er
and urban rum.elf to receiving waters. Additionally, the submittal lacks the
essential elements of a comprehensive monitoring program. The proposed plan
was insufficient in the following areas:

i. rationale/procedures for the selection of monitoring sites and
relationship to specific objectives;

2. ~aality assurance/quality control procedures for field sampling,
data analysis, and data management; and,

3.    pro3ected time schedules to meet the various objectives.

The list of monitoring parameters submitted are acceptable, with the addition
of ~he biological indicator Enterococcus. We recommend that bacterial
indicator men&taring be coordinatedwith existing programs of the Los Angeles
County Department of Health and the City of Los Angeles for cost
ef~eztiveness. The proposed monitoring frequency is satisfactory.

For the purposes of the Monitoring Work Plan review, recommendations are in
i~ai~cs, requlred actions are in bold.

6
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B%ard staff Dr~Doses the following revisions uo the monicorinj plan:

~ i. Include en~erococcus as

~ 2, Add the following tasks and schedule £or c~m~letion;

P~PORT OF
~ COMI~LETION COMPLIANCE

T~ ~ ~GIO~ BO~

a. ~velop
~ ~ke refine~

of Dollu~s
~o S~a Monlca

Make a first
~ollu~ loa~ ~o
S~ta Monlca~ basis of ~nitor~

’ c. College a basic

~ DI~ for ~he S~o~ Wa~ez
Moni~orlng

d. ~velop ~d ~i~ a ~lF I, 1993 J~ 15, 1994
pilo~ proJec~
~nitoring of long-~@~
tr~ds in sto~

Id~tlflcatlon of
of pollut~ts

’ f. Develop ~d ~l~t a J~ I, 1994     J~ 15, 199~

~ g. ~velo~ ~d ~l~t a J~ 1, 1994     J~ 1S, 1994
’ moni~orin~ Dro~ tO

~ ~
identify location~ o~
illegal practices ~d
eli~nation

~ of Dollut~s

h. ~veloD ~d ~l~t a ~lY I, 199~ July 15, 199~
Drogr~ to evaluate
water
receivin~ ~terg
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The objectives of a comprehensive Storm Water/UrbanRunoff Monitoring Program
must include the following:

(a) develop a methodology to refine annual estimates of pollutant loads to
Santa Monica Bay;

(D) determine long-term trends in the ~uality of storm water/urban runoff;

(c) Improve the understanding of sources of storm water pollution;

(d) Establish effectiveness of controls (BMPs) for specific land uses, with
implication for broader implementation;

e) identify illegal discharges or locations of illegal disposal practices;
and,

f) monitor effects of storm water/urban r%tnoff on receiving water quality
and water quality objectives.

The proposed monitoring plan submitted by Los Angeles County includes
oDjectives (b) through (e), but~does not address (a) and (f). Staff ~roposes
that (a) and (f) be included.

2. ~hnnual Estimates of Pollutant Loads

The proposed work-plan does not discuSSprogramofthis objective, nine monitoring The permitteeSstations in in
their monitoring plan proposed a pilot
the Santa Monica watershed to evaluate storm water quality. The permittees
must modify the choice of sampling stations to include the major drainage
basins in the watershed and use this pilot project to make the first estimate
of pollutant loads to Santa Monica Bay. It must be recognized that the number
of monltoring stations need to be increased in coming years to meet the
criterion of two stations per land use category.

Annua! pollutant loads and event mean concentrations (EMCs) are important
parameters to assess the impact of municipal storm water discharges on
receiving waters. Sampling stations to estimate pollutant loads and EMCs must
include drainage basins with the largest input relative to volume and
predominant land-uses. A good evaluation of the relative importance of
drainage basins within the Santa Monica Bay watershed is provided in a report
produced for the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project by UCLA~. Permittees are
expected to select an appropriate mathematical model (e.g. QILLUDAS, SW~M,
etc.) to refine and estimate pollutant loads, and for decision-making
projections. While detailed dynamic modelling for the entire Basin may be too
resource intensive, a simple model for the whole Basin could be augmented wi~h
a dynamic model for large sub-basins (such as the Malibu Creek and the Ballona
Creek watersheds), and single land-use sub-basins (such as the Palos Verdes
Peninsula watershed). A discussion of storm water models may be found in
’Modelling of Nonpoint Source Water Quality in Urban and Non-urban Areas,
Donigan and Heber’~.

Development of methodology to refime estimates of pollutan~ loads must be
accom~li.hed and documented no later than July 15, 1993.
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3. Lono-[~:m Trends in Storm Water/Urban Runoff Oualitv

~ermittees have proposed nine test sites for the pilot study to select fixed
stations but have not justified the usefulness of these sites in terms of
either pollutant loads or predominant land uses. Almost half the nu/~ber of
sltes are withln a single basin (Ballona Creek basin), and none are located
within the large Malibu Creek watershed.

The objective of any long-term monitoring is to monitor potential pollutant
trends in storm water/urban runoff quality and loads. Fixed stations for such
purposes must be representative of the twenty-seven basins in the SMB
watershed, in terms of land-use breakdowns, rainfall patterns, and land area.
The pilot study may be used to choose fixed stations to evaluate long term
trends in water quality and pollutant loads. The choice of permanent stations
must be properly justified and approved. Also required is a description of
the statistical methodology that will be used to evaluate data, and the
accounting of factor variability. It is expected that this program will be
expanded eventually to include two stations per significant land use,
including road transportation corridors.

The pilot study to ~evelop a monitoring program tO establish lomg term
in storm water quality must be initiated immediately and the objective must
be accom~lishs~ no later tha~ J~nuarM 15, 199~.

4. Sources Qf Storm Water pollutants

The permittees have discussed this objective in general but without focus or
de=all. No P~lot or model program to develop this objective has been
presented.

Identification of sources of pollutants that generate high concentrations and
present the greatest risk is important to the targeting of storm water quality
management programs. An effective monitoring program should evaluate sources
that inc!ude, (n) priority industrial sources, (b) priority c°mmercial/retail
sources, (c) lnnd-use categories, and (d) urban transportation corridors.
Source identification should consider both water and sediment as media for
pollutant tran::port. This task is not mutually exclusive and could be
successfully integrated with.other elements of the monitoring program.

This component of the Monitoring Program is part of compliance activity under
pe.-mit requirement 3.1.3. (page II) of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654.

A de,ailed description of a pilot ot model program to meet this ob~o~tlv~ must
be submitted by July 15, 1993 and the progTam implemented no later than

5. Effectiveness of BMPs

The permittees discussed this objective only briefly. No specific plan is
proposed to evnluate effectiveness of BMPs through monitoring.

Monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of BMPs, and characterize the
efficiency cf s~ecific controls is important in focussing available resources
to achieve the ~,~ost pollutant reduction. Structural controls may be evaluated
in s~ec~f~c loc.~tions by discrete sampling and then considered for area-wide
a~pi~cat~on. ~,~ effectiveness of non-structural BMPs may be evaluated locally
before bas~n-w~e implementation. Further, monitoring regional s~ructural-
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BMPS routinely will ~orewarn the onset of operation and maintenance problems.

A detailed descrlptio= of a plan to m~et this objective, outli=i=g pilot
projects for immediate im~lemantatlon is due January 15, 1994.

6. Illecal Discharoes and Illeoal DisPosal Practices

this objective but did not discuss a plan to monitorThe permittees mentioned
illegal discharges or locations of illicit disposal practices.

Monitoring to identify sources and locations of illegal practices is essential
in identifying violations that may adversely affect a storm water quality
management program. A monitoring program that includes selected screening
indicator parameters and flexible locations will facilitate the identification
of contaminated sites or pollutant sources for additional evaluations.

A detailed description of a plan to address this objective ~d the area for
immediate in, lamentation ~nast be submitted no later than J~nuary 15, 1994.

7. Re:eivina Water Oualitv

The permit:ees did not discuss this objective in the proposed workplan.
Receiving water monitoring is an integral requirement of all major NPDES
permits.

Investigating impacts of storm water on receiving water quality is essential
to protect:ng beneficial uses and is best approached as an integrated effort.
Initial programs should focus on screening for in-stream toxicity of storm
water and evaluation of stream sediment toxicity using biological approaches
such as the triad method (i.e., bulk sediment chemistry, sediment toxicity
information, and benthic community survey)in selected receiving waters (e.g.,
Ballona Creek at Marina del Ray, Malibu Lagoon, etc.)~°~. Such programs may
be coordina:edwith other agencies, including the Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Project, for maximum benefit.
A detailed d..criptlon of aplan toachi.v. ~hl. obJ.ctlv" mu’t b" ’ubmitt’dno la~er t~an July 15, 1994.

8. Qumlitv Assurance/Oualitv Control

The work-plan does not discuss Program Quality Assurance/Quality Control and
Data Management procedures.

A QA/QC Plan should address as appropriate, (a) Standard operating procedures
including, field procedures, pre-sampling mobilization, sample collection
procedures, chain of custody and post sampling procedures, (b) Laboratory
QA/QC, including lab con~ositing, detection limits and holding times and, (c)
Data reduc:1on0 validation, and data reporting. Also essential are monitoring
plan management, plan schedule, field crew training, and health and safety
plan. Da=a management, including reporting and analyses, should discuss
stat~stica~ methods for analysis and reporting of data (including censored
data).

A basic QA\OC Plan for the storm water monitoring program must be subm!tted
by July 15, 1993. Specific modifications ~o the basic QA\QC Plan for sing!e
progec=s ~Y be addressed in supplementary submittals.

lO
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9. Qener^l

In addition, we have the following minor comments regarding the monitoring
program:

i. Sampling

o semi-volatiles should be collected as grab-samples
o metals should be done as both soluble and total
o Cyanide should be done as a grab sample
o Grab samples mus~ be collec~ed during ~he firs~ ;)ar~ of ~he s~orm
o Flow weighting method is faul~y; volume must be se~ by storm based

on predicted runoff coefficients; bottles may have to be changed
if s~orm is larger than expected

o Minimum flow volume for dry weather analysis must be reported
o Dry weather sampling should be done as a 24-hr composite (excep~

for bacteriological indicators, Ph, cyanide, oil and grease, semi-
volatile organic compounds).

ii. Equipment

o Samplers must be "continuously main~:ained and pre-s~orm checked
o Provide details on sam;~ling and flow equi;~men~, and da~a storage

requi red.
o Number of bottles in sampler and volume available no~ described.
o E~ui~men~ housing procedures must be presented.

V.    CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Permlttee and co-permittee compliance with ~torm water permit requirements is
improving. The variety of aDDroaches taken by the majority of permittees to
meet permit requirements was no~ conducive of an area-wide program. With an
increased level of compliance, a workable comprehensive storm water/urban
r~noff ~anagement program for Los Angeles County may be achieved.

Board staff suggests ~hat permittees share information and discuss submittals
to insure an effective area-wide comprehensive program.

Staff believes that specific EABMPs submitted which are regionally applicable
should be implemented in all areas. ABMPs selected for implementation should
supplement EABMPs.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENTOFPUBLICWORKS

9~O SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA

THOMAS A TIDEMANBOH. ~rseta¢ Tck~o~: (SIS) 458-51~

ADDRESSALHAMBRA.ALLpoBoXcALIFORNIACORRESPONDENCEI~k~O 91~2-1~O

July 8, 1993                                                                      HH-3

Dr. Robert P.   irelll
Executive Officer                                                     ,
California Regional Water

Quality Control Board
i01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

COMMENT ON THE SECOND REVIEW OF PHASE I, YEAR TWO COMPLIANCE -
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES) PERMIT
NO. CA0061654

This letter is in response to your June 17, 1993 letter concerning
our second-year (Phase I) compliance with NPDES Municipal
Stormwater Permit requirements. In reviewing your letter, we note
that many of the issues and questions raised in our February 8,
1993 letter (copy enclosed) have not yet been resolved.

Since our earlier letter, we have met with your staff on several
occasions to discuss the matter. Your staff has also attended our
monthly Co-Permittee meetings in which Permittees have discussed
and formulated methodology to meet your agency’s recommended
programs. These same issues came up on a number of occasions,
however, no direction or response was provided by your staff.

In order to properly comply with Permit requirements and respond to
direction from your office, we believe that clarification and
resolution of remaining issues is a necessity. We encourage the
continuation of our Joint efforts with the goal of resolving
remaining issues as quickly and effectively as possible.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelli
V

July 8, 1993 ~
Page 2

If further clarification is needed, please call Rod Kubomoto at               L
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.                _

Very truly yours

T. A. TIDEMANSON

Di~tor of Public /~rks

Assistant/D#puty Director
Waste Man~ment Division

BH:mp
SYCl                                                                                      ,

Enc.                                                                                                                       ~
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS V

~ ~SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O BOX I~

~-3

Attention: Environmental Coordinator

NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)/INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES            .~.L
PERMIT

The 1987 Amendments to the Federal Clean Water Act required the regulation of
Stormwater/Urban Runoff Discharges under NPDES Permits. In California, NPDES
permitting authority has been delegated by the Federal Government to the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and local California Regional Water Quality
Control Boards (CRWQCB).                                                                          ’.~

One of the responsibilities of industrial facilities under the NPDES program is
the filing for the State’s General Industrial Activities Stormwater Permit. Your
facility may fall into the category which requires f~ling of this Permit with the
SWRCB. We are enclosing a copy of the application package for your review and
filing.

lh~ enforcement a~ency f~r the SP~[S g~n~ral Industr~a~ ~ct~v~t~s P~rm~t is the

a~ a c~urtesy ar~ assi~tin~ th~ Stat~ t~ ~istribut~ thi~ ~nf~rmat~n.

should be d~r~ct~d t~ th~ S~CS. ~ s~al number, {916) 65~-0919, ha~ been
delegated for information regarding the Permit.

Your cooperation in meeting State requirement~ is important as jointly we can all
enhance the quality of stormwater discharging into the flood control system.

Very truly yours

T. A. TIDE~NSON
Director of Public Works

CARL SJOBERG
Chief, Industrial Waste Planning and Control
Industrial Waste/UGT Section

FK:mp/IND_WSTE.PMT
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ENVIRON~N?AL C(~OROINATOR ~ ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR T| ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
COAST MACHINE TOOL INC REDMAN EQUIPMENT & MFG COMPANY SCE - REAL PROPERTIES DIVISION
1560 S GERHART AVE 19800 S NORMANDIE AVE 7300 FENWICK LN
COMMERCE CA 90022-4289 TORRANCE CA 90502-1182 WESTMINSTER CA 92883-$288

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR A-I EQUIPMENT RENTALS
AIRCRAFT HYDROFORMING INC BURKE VENDING 19034 E ARROW
158 E GARDENA BLVD 2/441 CLEARLAKE DR COVINA CA 9172Z-2111
CARSON CA 90248 CANYON COUNTRY CA 91351-3810

LENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ~ATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
G L PATTERSON INC ~ SERVICE AIR CARGO
2062 N COGSWELL RD 2187 S RA~.~oPIELD ~" BOX 808
SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3598

LOS.~L~I.ES CA 90040-18S5
ARLETA CA

/

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDIMATOR 11
MACHINERY REPAIR DIVISION NISSAN MOTORS REDS CATERING CO IN(;
15700 S HERON AVE 18501 S FIGUEROA ST 7437 S SCOUT AVE
LA MIRADA CA 90638-5205 CARSON CA 90248 BELL RARDENS CA 90201-4391

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
COOK TRACTORS INC ENTERPRISE GUNITE CORP OZXT CO
13728 E ALONDRA BLVD BOX 408 Bile S GRAHAM AVE
CERRITOS CA 90701-2391 PAR.~,OUNT CA 90723-0408 LOS ANGELES CA 90002-1498

rNVIROMMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
~) KEN ALPHA BETA MARKET #0095 CASTROL INC

,s~02 S SUSANA RD 7/7 S HARBOR BLVD 1925 N MARIANNA AVE
RANCHO OOMINGUEZ CA 90221-5798 LA HABRA CA 90631-6800 LOS ANGELES CA 90032-400/

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LOS ANGELES COUNTY FIRE STATION #110 R&S PROCESSING CO RALPHS GROCERY CO #086
4433 ADMIP~LTY WAY BOX Z037 BOX 54143
VENICE CA 90292-5415 PARAMOUNT CA 90723-2037 LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0143

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LONZA INC CHAMP CORPORATION CARSON CATERERS INC
BOX 1500 BOX 3637 21221 S WILMINGTON AVE
LONG BF~.CM CA 90801-1500 EL MONTE CA 91733-3637 CARSON CA 90810

[NV~’R~IZ~.WWENTALCOOR~.IJe~TOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORJ)INATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
COAST CR.X~.~{~Y MARK IV CHARTER LINES U-HAUL OP LOS ANGELES
PO BOX/~.~@~"~. 14800 S AVALON BLVD 1985 E COVINA BOULEVARD

RARDENA CA 90248-Z089 COVIMA CA 91724o1822SACR~$~,f~NTO CA 958"I’~796

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
A&Z WHOLESALE CONCRETE CORING CO PAN AMERICAN VAN LINES
?~0 N MERCED AVE 14005 S ORANGE AVE BOX 923

~...~H EL MONT~ CA 9~733-Z691
PAR~P~OUNT CA 90723-3199 LONG BF..ACM CA 90801-0923

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR AMERICAN WASTE SYSTEMS
PACIFIC BELL C&W TRUCK & EQUIPMENT CO BOX 1428
2~:971 N FUR~IVALL AVE 6825 EAST ROSECRANS AVE GARDENA CA 90249-1428
SANTA CLARITA CA 93534 PARAMOUNT CA 90723-3199
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ENVIRONM%NTAL COORDINATOR ~ ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ~ ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
RED ONION RESTAURANT ATLAS FOODS INTERNATIONAL SULLAIR COPR
1139 E DOMINGUEZ ST 223 CALIFORNIA ST 15040 DESMAN RD
CARSON CA 90712-3595 EL SEGUNOO CA 90245-4387 LA MIRAOA CA 90638-5735

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COOROINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LOS ANGELES COUNTY MTA LOS AMIGOS AUTO SALES CE BUGGY
450 W GRIFFITM ST 4677 E OLYMPIC BLVD 1815 WRIGHT AVE
CARSON CA 90248 LOS ANGELES CA 90022-3736 LA VERNE CA 91750-5~7

LENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIROIW.MENTALC~}~gTATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
BROWNING OLSMOBILE MAC HI-R~j~’,,kw~ so CALIF EDISON CO
18803 S STUDEBAKER RO 1479~,~,,"~SI’V~LRESTONE 8LVD PROPERTY SERVICE DIVISION
CERRITOS CA 90701-3647 ~,,.~K’MIRADA ~5865 100 LONG BEACH BLVO ~ 820

LONG BEACH CA 9080Z-4817

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR 21
LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF ACADEMY BUTCHER BOY USA LA COUNTY DEPT OF PUBLIC WORKS
211W TEMPLE ST 11401S ALAMEDA ST AVIATION DIVISION

’LOS ANGELES CA 90012-3265 LOS ANGELES CA 90059-2127 BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA CA 91802

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COOROINATOR
SO CALIFORNIA EDISON PROP SERVICE ENTERPRISE RENT A CAR TIANGUS MARKET #455
TO0 LONG BEACH BL BOX 5015 315 SAN FERNANDO MISSION BLVD
LONG BEACH CA 90802-4817 CARSON CA 90749"5015 SAN FERNANDO CA 91340-3541

FNVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
, IFORNIA INT TRANSPORTATION C AGOURA EQUIP RENTA UNION CHEMICAL DIV-UOC
_~49 S EASTERN AVE 29439 W AGOURA RD 14445 E ALONDRA BLVD
COMMERCE CA 90040-4060 AGOURA HILLS CA 91301-2503 LA MIRADA CA 90638-5596

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
SPACE AGE DELIVERY BEVEN HERRON INC VONS COMPANIES INC
7300 E PETTERSON LN 14SII INDUSTRY CIR 6211 E SLAUSON AVE
PARAHOUNT CA 90723-2077 LA MIRADA CA 90638°5869 COHHERCE CA 90040-3086

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ~NVIRONMENTA~OR
SO CALIF EDISON COMPANY CRAIN WESTERN EI~,LPOj,)~P’~TRAILER~CORP
BOX 800 19201S REYES AVE 6100~I~L~L~TON BLVD
ROSEMEAD CA 91770-0805 COMPTON CA 90224-5~99 LO,~,~’ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LA CO FAC MGT-SHERIFF STA PIN/JENKINS ANERITONE PAINT COPR
550 S VERMONT AVE 23455 LYONS AVE 18414 S SANTA FE AVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90020 VALENCIA CA 91355-3028 COMPTON CA 90221-5693

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
WS MART UNION HIGH SCH DT M&W EQUIPMENT RENTALS CITY OF NORWALK MAINT YRD
i 5 REDVIE’W OR 1436 W 134TH ST 12735 CIVIC CENTER DR
~ :,A CLARITA CA 91350-2948 GAROENA CA 90249-2283 NORWALK CA 90650-3172

ENVIR~NM.N,AL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
OGDEN ALLIE3 SERVICES QUALITY FOOD EQUIPMENT ZACKY & SONS POULTRY O0
1475 E EL SEGdNOO BLVD 2820 E WASHINGTON BL 80X 12556
EL SEGU~O0 SA 90245-4396 LOS ANGELES CA 90023-4274 FRESNO CA 93778-2556
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ENVIRONMENTAL COOROINATOR ~1~ ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ,~ ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
MCWHORTER INC KEYSOR-CENTURY CORP FOSTER FARHS
5501 E SLAUSON AVE 26000 SPRINGBROOK AVE 1913 FRNK STILES RD
COMMERCE CA 90040-2982 SAUGUS CA 91351 SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3716 T7

V                                                                                                i
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR

LNVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR U-HAUL CO OF LOS ANGELES LUSEAUX LAEORATORIES INC
OKEH CATERERS INC 1985 EAST COVINA BLVO 16816 5 GRAJ~ERCY RL
7221 S ATLANTIC AVE COVINA CA 91754-1822 GARDENA CA 9024/-5282
CUDAHY CA 90201-4396

T
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
VONS COMPANIES INC - #025 BELLWOOD ANIMAL HOSPITAL MONSANTO CO
BOX 3338 17435 S LAKEVOOD BLVO 800 N LINOBERGH 8LVO
LOS ANGELES CA 90051-3338 BELLFLOWER, CA 90706-6Z17 ST LOUIS MI 63167

N~ENTALC~MA ’~ ’~ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR E TOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
M~TCHELLS METAL & REPAIR SERVICE’~.I~T #2 G&G PRODUCE CO ..~.......
15751 S BLAINE AVE 155 W ~.~/~I~N~G~,~8L 5949 S EASTERN AVE

COMMERCE CA 90040-4060BELLFLOWER CA 90706-3613
LOSe~N~ELES CA 90~3544

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ZACKY & SONS POULTY CO ARROWHEAD PURITAS WATER ELECTRONIC PLATING SERV
BOX 8014 13109 S BUOLONG AVE 13021 S BUOLON6 AVE
El. MONTE CA 91733-8014 GAROENA CA 90247-1578 GARDENA CA 90247-1579

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COOROINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
~ DAW PRINTING INK CO WILDWOOD MOBILE COUNTRY CLUB SO CALIF EDISON CO

-.,,59 S GREENWOOD AVE 6855 WESTERN AVE ~N BOX BOO TAX OP
COMMERCE CA 90040-3395 BUENA PARK CA 90621-3231 ROSEMEAD CA 91770-0800

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
DSW DISTRIBUTION CENTERS BICENTENNIAL PARK GREAT WESTERN MALTING CO
BOX 518 C/O CITY OF RICO RIVERA 5945 S MALT AVE
CERRITOS CA 90701-0518 6615 PASSONS BLVD COMMERCE CA 90040-3591

PICO RIVERA CA 90660-3998

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
MZFRAN-BOMAN CORP ZACKY FOODS CO BROWN & FERRIS INO
8015 S ALAMEDA ST 2000 N TYLER AVE 14905 S SAN PEDRO ST
LOS ANGELES C.A 90001-4100 SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91/33-9929 GARDENA CA 9024/-2031

ENVIRONMENTAL ~OORDIMATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ASC INCORPORATED SANTA FE INDUSTRIAL CATRN ROSENS ELEC EQUIPMENT CO
I SUNROOF CTR 13315 E IMPERIAL HWY 8226 E WHITTIER BLVD
SOUTMGATE MI 48195 ~ITTIER CA 90605-4194 RICO RIVERA CA 90660-2584

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
CARSON CARWASH STANDARD CATERING CO EDOCO TECHNICAL PROD INC

E CARSON ST 7549 E ALONORA BLVO 22039 S WESTWARD AVE
~-P-~ON CA 90745-2/05 PARAMOUNT CA 90723-4098 LONG BEACH CA 90810-1630

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COCROINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR "’-
ARr.ANSA~ BES" FREIGHT ARCO SERV STATION CARLIN FOODS CORP833I E TELEGP~APH RD I~Ol S HACIENDA BLVD 16911 S NORMANDIE AVEP:ICO RIVERA CA 90660-4899 ~ACIENDA HEIGHTS CA 91745-282B GARDENA CA 90248-5471 l
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LNVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ~
ALPHA BETA CO TLC SELF SERVE 6AS UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD
Ill S HARBOR BLVD 4332 E LIVE OAK AVE ROOM 930
LA HABNA CA 90631-6800 ARCADIA CA 91006-5532 1416 DODGE ST

OMAHA NE 68179 T
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ,L.,#
SAN LAZARO AUTO REPAIR SO EL MONTE CITY MAINT YD ARCO PETROLEUM PROOUCT COt(PANY --
2547 N ROSEMEAD BLVD 1415 N SANTA ANITA AVE 1801 E SEPULVEOA BLVO
SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-],531 SOUTH EL MONTE CA 91733-3389 CARSON CA 90745-6121

ENVIRONMENTA  COORO NATORENVIRONMENTAL COOROZ TORENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
CHROME CRANKSHAFT CO CITY OF TEMPLE CITY CAL TEK INOUSTRIES6B4S E  LORENCE PLBOX B68 C/O VIRGINIA SMITH

LOS ~GEL~S

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ,,...,_..~__
COX OIL CO INC CONVENIENT CATERING INC SHELL OIL CO - DON OEF
16325 E OLD VALLEY BLVD 1538 S GERHART AVE BOX 6249 ..
LA PUENTE CA 91744-5550 COMMERCE CA 90022-4229 CARSON CA 90749-8249 -\

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
~CHE PAINT & BODY INC CROMIER CHEVROLET CO WINDWARD YACHT & REPAIR ~

--.3 S EASTHI:L DR PO BOX 1468 13645 FIJI WAY
WEST COVINA CA 91791-3450 LONG BEACH CA 90801-1468 MARINA DEL REY CA 90292-B98B

l~mm

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR                                                       #I
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR SOUTH BAY STUOIOS ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR I
COMMERCE CATERING CO 20434 S SANTA FE AVE CALIF HAWAIIAN SUGAR CO
5133 E WASHINGTON BLVD GARSON CA 90810 BOX 4126
LOS ANGELES CA 90040-1240 CONCORD CA 94524-4126 I

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR BLUE BARREL DISPOSAL CO ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ICASUAL LA~PS OF CALIF BOX 98 MARTIN LUTHER KING GEN HOSPITAL
BOX 2168 NEWHALL CA 91321-0098 12021 S WILMINGTON AVE
GARDENA CA 90247-Z16~ LOS ANGELES CA 90059-3099

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR                                                                                                                                              !:!
ENVIRONMENTAL CODROINATOR SHASTA BEVER~GES ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR I--~
~AILEY RUG CLEANERS 14405 E ARTESIA BLVD THE PILLSBURY CO
17916 S BELLFLOWER BLVO LA MIRADA CA 90638-5086 5471 E FERGUSON DR
EELLFLOWER CA 907D6-66IB LOS ANGELES CA 90022~5194

~ ~

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR

~ NTAL COORDINATOR ZAKARIAN MOTORS ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
920/ E VALLEY BLVD FLETCHER OIL COMPANY
ROSEMEAD CA 91770-1921 BOX 548z,.,-.-AN~ELES CA g’~O15 CARSON CA 90748-0548

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
ENVIROh~E~TAL COORDINATOR RH~NE-POULENC BASIC CHEM ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR " -
~.TAh~A~D CATERING CO BOX 22776 FAST DEER BUS CP£ARTER
7549 E ALOhCRA BLVD LONG BEACH CA 90B01-5776 4814 E WASHINGTCN BLVO
PAJ~A.MOUNT CA 90723-4098 COMMERCE CA 90040-1140
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ENVIRONMENTAL CO(~DINATOR
SHELL OIL CO - WIL" REF ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
BOX 6249 PALMOALE SCHOOL DISTRICT NATIONAL STARCH & CHEM CO
CARSON CA 90749-6249 BOX 902500 6455

PALMDALE CA 93S90-2B00COMMERCE CA 9oo4o-3121 V
E~LONMENTAL COO~INATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR

0
CHEVRON~HEM~ CO LAKEWOOD ANIMAL HOSPITAL ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY
3344 E ME"I)r~ST 17801S LAKEWOOD BLVD BOX
LOS ~S CA-~JO~ro~-2582 BELLFLOWER CA 90/06-64,9 COMPTON CA 90224-,28

L
ENV I RONMENTAL COORDI NATOR ENVI RONMENTAL COORD I NATOR ENV I RONMENTAL COORO I MATOR
PITCHESS MONOR RANCHO ENGS MOTOR TRUCKCO CALIF MILK,ROOOOERS
550 S VERMONT AVE 8830 E SLAUSON AVE 11709 E ARTESIA BLVO
LOS ANGELES CA 90020 PICO RIVERA CA 90660-4439 ARTESIACA 90701-3898

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
UNION OIL CO BULK STATION L A CO ROAD OEPT NISSIN FOODS INC
13707 S BROADWAY MAINTENANCE DIVISION 2001W ROSECRANS AVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90061-1082 5530 W 83R0 ST GARDEHA CA 90249-2994

LOS ANGELES CA 90045-3309

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COOROIN~
LUBRICATION CO OF AMERICA MANNING FOODS USA INC NA~I~i~G DIV-~V~CORP
c/o MARY IVEY 9531E BEVERLY RD 9440 E G~
32|1 ORLANDO RD PICO RIVERA CA 90660-2134

~TEMPLE~’~I’Z’T CA ~
PASADENA CA 91107-5539

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
WE POLENC TEXACO INC-RESCARCH PLANT KOLD KIST

~.0 WORTH ST BOX 400 5329 E WASHINGTON BLVO
LOS ANGELES CA 90063-1630 MONTEBELLO CA 90640-0400 LOS ANGELES CA 90040-2183

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LEVER BROTHERS CO - V#826 SO CALIF EDISON CO MICHELOU & LOQUE CAR WASH
390 PARK AVE I34 W BOX 800 TAX OP 4114 YALETON AVE
NEW YORK NY 10022 ROSEMEAD CA 91770-0800 COVINA CA 91722-3829

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
LUBRICATION SPECIALTIES CO GKM RENTALS MILLER BREWING CO
5814 E 61ST ST I00 E CIIAPARPJ~L ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
LOS ANGELES CA 90040-3493 ANAHEIM CA 92805 15801 E FIRST ST

IRWINDALE CA 91706-2069

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COOROINArOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
PACIFIC DISPERSIONS INC PET SET INN THOMPSON MECHANICAL CORP
4615 E AROINE ST 14423 S CRENSHAW BL¥D 19002 S SANTA FE AVE
CUDAHY CA 90201-5821 GAROENA CA 90249-3142 COMPTON CA 90221-5909

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
PArAMOuNT PETROLEUM CORP CITY OF LAWNDALE GARAGE PULTZMEISTER THOMSEN DIV
1 ’ S DOWNEY AVE 14111 BURIN AVE 18501S MAIN ST
~OUNT CA 90723-4526 LAWNDALE CA 90260-1497 GARDENA CA 90248-4613

ENVIRONwE~TAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
DIAPCND BAR HIG~ SC~OL VAUS~ANS IND REPAIR GAF BUILDIN~ MATERIALS
6~0 S LEMON AVE 16224 S GARFIELD AVE ]1800 INDUSTRY AVE
WALNUT CA 91789-2931 PA~OUNT CA 90723-4879 FONTANA CA 92335-6953
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ENVIRONM£NT.~L COORDINATOR ~
x%N"

CHOIS MOBILE LUNCH ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
9550 E GIDLEY ST SO CALIF GAS CO VAN WATERS ROGERS INC
TEMPLE CITY CA 91/80-4213 7171W ROMAINE ST PO BOX 2062 | f

WEST HOLLYWOO0 CA 91313-2300 LOS ANGELES CA 90052-2062 V
~VIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ~
SMITHWAY ASSOCIATES INC BIRTCHER PROPERTIES DOMINGUEZ WATER CORP
5743 E SMITHWAY ST 27611 LA PAZ RD 21710 S ALAMEDA ST
CO~ERCE CA 90040-I500 LAGUNA NIGUEL CA g2656-3998 CARSON CA 90810

L
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COGROINATOR
FRANKS TRUCK WASH BERGEN BRUNSWIG COPR SY ART CONCRETE ~

IlgIO AINSWORTH ST 4000 METROPOLITAN 5420 W JEFFERSON

LOS ANGELES CA 90061-4012 ORANGE CA 92668-3502 LOS ANGELES CA 90016-3791

IAN CATERERS L A CO SHERIFF STATION MAID RI’IwG,,,IT,~T~fTING SERVICE
1217 S 600DRICH BLVD 211 W TEMPLE ST 2BI,7
LOS ANGELES CA 90022-5124 LOS ANGELES CA 90012-326,5

ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR

SHELL SERV STATION BP CHEMICALS (HITCO) INC NELSON & BELDING CONTR

3281 E 6AUSTI RD #480 1600 W 135TH ST 18625 S BROADWAY AVE
ONTARIO CA 91761-7622 GARDENA CA 90249-2506 GARDENA CA 90248-4629
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’OS ANGELES R~GION

~13)

June 17, 1993

~om~ A. Tidem~on, Dir~or
~ep~ment of ~blic Wor~
~unty of ~s Ang~
9~ S. Fremont Avenue
A~bra, CA 91803-1331

M~C~AL ~ORM WATER PERM~ ~R ~S ~GEL~ CO~ -
SECON~ YEAR COMPLIANCE ~D~ No. CA~61654, CI Hie No. 6948)

~e County of ~s Angel~, ~ princip~ p~i~ for ~e a~ve ~DES pe~it,
info~ation reQuir~ in ~e permit for s~nd y~r ~mpliance. On J~ua~ 11, 1993, in ~e inter~t of
timely i~plementation, we transmi~ our le~er approving ~e propos~ Storm Water Monitor~g
Progra~ an~ Early Action B~t Management Practice Pla~ ~d our re~endatio~.
wor~o~ was con~uct~ on January 25, 1993, to solicit ~en~ from pe~iu~
t~e re~mmendatio~s to ~e program. Comments were r~eiv~ from ~e
~epa~mem of Public Wor~ and o~er ~-pe~i~e~, ~r~ enviro~en~ groups, ~d
En~onmen~] Protection Agency. Staff h~ review~ all ~en~ ~d made revisi~
recommendations. Enclos~ as A~achment 1 are ~en~ on ~e se~nd y~ ~mpli~ce submits.
Attachment 2 ~ntains review ~en~ on ~e Storm Water Monitoring P~gr~.

We requ~[ ~a: you respond to ~mmen~ ~ntain~ in ~e AUachmen~ by July
t~e res~l~ of ~is Re~iew of Se~nd Y~ Compliance at ~e July 19 Board m~ting, to be hel~ at
Glendale City Hall, 613 E. Broadway, Glendale, at 9:30 a.m.. R~ to ~en~ from
of ~s Angel~ may be pr~ent~ at ~is time.

Sta~ of ~e ~s Angeles County Depa~ment of ~blic Wor~ h~ improv~ ~-permiuee pa~icipation
a~ ~u~i~tio~ between permittees ~d ~e Regional Boar~ in ~e p~t y~r by ~nducting mon~ly
action meetings for the ~ifferent ph~. 1 en~urage ~e ~minuation of ~is ~uni~tion, and believe
¯ at ~is level of effo~ at ~rdination must be sustain~ to e~ure ~e succ~s of ~e storm water

If you have ~y questions regarding ~e ~econd y~r ~mmen~ or r~uiremen~, pl~e ~1 ~e at ~13)
2~-7510, or have your staff call Mark ~mford at (213) 2~7596.

ROBERT P. GHI~LLI,
Ex~utive Officer

cc: See mailing list

Enclosur~

R0033119



Board Members                                                                O
Jorge Le6n, Office of Chief Counsel, State Water Resourc~

Control Board
Michael Kahoe, Assistant Secretary, California Enviromnental

Protection Agency LArchie Mat,.hews, Section Chief, Division of Water Quality,
State Water Resources Control Board                                                    -

Bill Pierce. Chief. Permits and Compliance Branch,

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX.lira Noyes. Waste Management Division, County of Los Angeles,
Department of Public Works

R°d Kubomoto. Waste Management Division, County of Loa
Angeles, Department of Public Works

Phil Richardson. Stormwater Management Division, Bureau of
Engineering, City of Los Angeles                                                        -----

Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project, Technical Advisory
Committee

Mark Gold, Heal the Bay
Everett Delano, Natural Resources Defense Council                                                    "-
Lisa Weil, American Oceans Camp:iign                                                                  "
Gordon LaBedz, Scientific Advisory Council, Suffrider Foundation
Jim Danza, Technical Advisory Committee, Friends of the Los Angeles Rive"
Co-permittees

R0033120

!



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

JUNE 14, 199~3

AI’~rACH~f ENT 1
MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY

REVIEW OF SECOND YEAR CO~LPLIANCE
(July 1, 1991 - June 30, 1992)

BACKGROUND

On June 18, 1990, this Regional Board adopted Order No. 90-079 (NPDF_.S No. CA0061654) regulating
storm water and urban runoff discharges from separate storm water sewers throughout Los Angdes

The area-wide municipal storm water permit was issued specifically recognizing that the storm drainage
system in Los Angeles County is interconnected across numerous municipal jurisdictions. A workable
and cost-effective storm water management program may be achieved only if Best Management Practices
(~MPs) are used effectively to address, minimize, and/or prevent the pollution of storm water runoff on
an area wide basis. Consequently, adoption and implementation of widely applicable pollution prevention
practices as the initial step would be the most practical and efficient approach to ensure program
effectiveness.

The Regional Board requires that permittees within their jurisdictions implement storm water management
practices that are an integral part of a comprehensive area-wide storm water program. This may be
achieved by incorporating a set of the same BMPs in all municipalities and a supplemental series of BMPs
specific to the characteristics of a geographic location or hydrologic area. Other factors for �onsideration
in effective BMP program development include:

I. Cross-Jurisdictional A~reement~ - A program for detecting and eliminating illegal connections,
discharges, and disposals is essential for the overall success of the storm water program. The
closures of Los Angeles County beaches due to high bacteria counts coming from the storm
drainage system exemplify the fact that contaminants, litter, or other materials found in one
municipality may originate from another area or municipality leading to cross-jurisdictional
impacts. In order to effectively respond to such occurrences, a formal agreement should be
developed by permit~ees similar to one being developed by the Ballona Creek Task Force chaired
by the LOs Angeles County Department of Public Works.

2. Construction Sites - The control of pollutants m surface runoff from construction sites is
essential in preventing the flow of sediments md other waste materials and/or contaminants to
the drainage system.

Municipal permittees are encouraged to adopt ordinances like those of the cities of Santa Monica
and Malibu and develop enforcement strategies. These may include inspections at construction
sites to insure that all practice~ are done in a proper and legal maturer, and that problems are
rectified immediately.

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) adopted a General Construction Storm
Water Permit on August 20, 1992, which requires that a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) be retained on site and will be made available to Regional Board or local authority
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MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
ATI’ACIIMENT 1, PAGE 2

representatives when requested. The SWPPP establishes procedures adopted by the site operator
to prevent the pollution of storm water leaving the site, and is an important document to verify
proper practices.

3. Industrial Sites - Municipal permirtees are to develop a storm water enforcement program
which at a minimum shall include the inspection of industrial and commercial sites for compliance
with municipal storm water pollution prevention programs. Such a program may utilize the Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to verify compliance at facilities subject to the State
of California General Industrial Storm Water Permit, and for notification of Regional Board staff
for follow-up action.

4. Model Propo~al~ - The City of Los Angeles and the City of Torrance have proposed and
implemented noteworthy storm water programs and policies which may be effective in the
prevention of runoff pollution. Regional Board staff suggests that all permittees consider such
programs for potential implementation.

At the January 27, 1992, and January 25, 1993, Board meetings, staff presented reviews of compliance
with first and second year requirements of the municipal storm water permit, respectively. At that time,
not all requirements for Year i had been completed and some were carried over to Year 2.

During the first year of the Permit (July 1, 1990 -June 30, 1991), the cities and entities within the Santa
Monica Bay Drainage Basin were phased into the Storm Water Program. 19 cities, the County of Los
Angeles, Caltrans, and unincorporated areas of Ventura County.

The City of Thousand Oaks, which has a portion draining to the Santa Monica Bay Drainage Basin,
submitted Part 1 and Part 2 application for a separate Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit for that
portion on March 25, 1992 and March 25, 1993, respectively. The City of Thousand Oaks is cooperating
with the County of Los Angeles to ensure that all necessary information, data compilation, BMP
compilation, and other relevant information is completed in a timely manner.

On J~ly l, 1992, 36 entities from the Upper Los Angeles River and the Upper San Gabriel River
Drainage Basins became permittees under Phase II of the storm water permit. These cities in the Upper
Los Angeles River Basin are: Burbank, Glendale, Hidden Hills, and San Fernando. Cities in the Upper
San Gabriel River Drainage Basin are: Alhambra, Arcadia, Azusa, Baldwin Park, Bradbury, Claremont,
Covina, Diamond Bar, Duarte, El Monte, Glendora, Industry, Irwindale, La Cafiada Flintridge, La Habra
Heights, La Puente, La Verne, Monrovia, Montebello, Monterey Park, Pasadena, San Dimas, San
Gabriel, San Marino, Sierra Madre, South El Monte, South Pasadena, Temple City, Walnut, and West
Covina.

On July l, 1993, 30 entities from the Lower Los Angeles River and the Lower San Gabriel River
Drainage Basins will become permittees under Phase II1 of the storm water permit. These entities
include: Anesia, Bell, Bellflower, Bell Gardens, Carson, Cerritos, Commerce, Compton, Cudahy,
Downey, Gardena, Hawaiian Gardens, Hawthorne, Huntington Park, Lakewood, La Mirada, Lawndale,
Lomita, Long Beach, Lynwood, Maywood, Norwalk, Paramount, Pico Rivera, Santa Clarita, Santa Fe
Springs, Signal Hill, South Gate, Vernon, and Whittier.

For tt~e purposes of this Attachment, tasks that are requirements of the Municipal Permit will be
underlined. Required actions necesarry to fullfill the requirements are shown in bold.
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~ II. COMPLIANCE WITH REMAINING FIRST YEAR PERMIT REQUIREMENTS . SANTA
MONICA BAY DRAINAGE BASIN

Task 2.1.8 Suhmi! Early Action BMPs (EABMPs) durin~ the first yea, of the oermit for annroval bv tl-,f

An EABMP is defined as an existing storm water/urban runoff management practice that is optimized to
the maximum extent practicable in efficiency for the control or prevention of storm water runoff
pollution.

Fifteen plans for this activity were submitted to the Board on January 23, 1992; however, the cities of
El Segundo, Malibu, Inglewood, Calabasas, County of Ventura, and the City of Beverly Hills submitted
their EABMPs between June 17 and November 18, 1992.

EABMP plans and schedules for implementation submitted represent a wide range of BMPs. All
EABMPs proposed by individual cities may help prevent or control storm water pollution in their
respective areas but may not be the most effective method of minimizing storm water pollution if not
implerfiented on an area wide basis.

llI.    SECOND YEAR COMPLIANCE WITH PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

Year 2 requirements were submitted by all Permittees, on July 2, 1992, except Ventura County, which
to date has not submitted the required information.

The required tasks, and Regional Board review of the submittals, follows:

For ch Dra,n - a.~in r ar n     ml o h     ,on l                v I
xe ~tive ft’icer monimrin ro r m ~i n    ¯

a. detec~ accurate! the onstin,ents nd arame er of nc    in i char in ic t "n
w rk I n nd )i e ti    ~ i I

b. jd, ent fv illegal dischargers and/or locations of illicit disrmsal nractic¢~

Permittees submitted a monitoring program workplan on March 26, 1992, which was deficient in several
respects. A detailed staff review of the workplan and required amendments are provided in Attachment
2. Regional Board staff and Los Angeles County Department of Public Works staff have had several
discussions on deficiencies in the plans and are near agreement on a final monitoring program.

ask    2 uhmit o the Re ional nat for    r val    I n with chedule im 1.e~
~tmnalBMP ABMPs ud eda r nate for each i rdraina e asin     nr I II

es,dential ommercial and ndustrial it .~ nth maximum ex nt ra "

Board staff" has determined that the following BMPs shall constitute the minimum required for area-wide
implementation. These BMPs will be used to evaluate compliance with BMP requirements of the permit.
These BMPs will not entirely satisfy the EABMP nor the ABMP requirements but serve as a minimum¯
This list is not an additional requirement, but incorporates BMPs already proposed by some permit~ees.
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It establishes an area-wide minimum BMP implementation standard f6r storm water management in the
OSanta Monica Bay watershed.

l. Establish or improve an area-wide catch basin stenciling program with a universal
Lstencil to discourage dumping, discarding, and/or discharge of pollutants,

carriers, and/or debris into storm drainage systems county wide.,                               -

2. Develop programs to promote, publicize and facilitate public reporting of illegal
discharges and/or dumping (Permit Task 3.1.3).

Ad°pt a runoff control ordinance requiring the use of BMPs during and after
construction and at selected commercial and industrial establishments (Permit
Tasks 3.1.2, and 3.1.4.)

4. Augment public education and outreach programs with regard to catch basins and
storm drainage systems and their intended purpose.

5. Provide additional catch basin and storm water channel cleaning when and where ""
needed.

Increase cleaning frequency of and number of roadside trash receptacles in areas
where needed.

7. Increase street sweeping in areas where ne~led.

8. Create or augment a program to eliminate the improper disposal of litter,
lawn/garden clippings, and pet feces into the street or areas where runoff may
carry these pollutants to the storm drainage system.

9. Implement facility inspections of auto repair shops, auto body shops, auto parts
~- and accessory shops, gasoline stations, and restaurants (Permit Task 3.1.2).

I0. Encourage owners and occupants of homes or businesses to remove dirt, rubbish,
and debris from their sidewalls and alleys which may contribute pollutants to
urban runoff.

11. Encourage recycling of oil, antifreeze, glass, plastic, and other materials to
prevent their improper disposal into the storm drainage system.

12. Encourage the proper disposal of Household Hazardous Wastes to prevent the
improper disposal of such materials to the storm drainage system.

13. Encourage the proper use and conservation of water to minimize runoff from
landscaped areas, lawns, golf-courses, etc.

A detailed plan, wilh schedule olr implementation of above mentioned baseline B~fPs, must be
submitted to this Regional Board no later than July 1, 1993.
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The Additional BMP plans submitted are inadequate for control of pollutants from residential,
commercial, and industrial sites. Greater detail must be provided and a revised schedule for
implementation must be submitted. ABMPs selected for implementation must supplement EABMPs and
must control pollutants to the maximum extent practicable on an area-wide basis.

A plan, with schedule of implementation, for addition~l B~,[Ps judged appropriate for each dty or
drainage basin must be developed. These ABMi _, implemented to control pollutants from
residential, commercial, and industrial sites to the maximum extent practicable, must be submitted
to this Regional Board no later than July 1, 1993.

Ta~k 3.~.3 Submit for ~r~r~roval a nlan with schedule of imnlementation of procedures to detect an~!
eliminate illegal discharges ~nd illicit disnosal nractic~,

The plans submitted to comply with this requirement are inadequate. Some permittees have proposed only
the standardization of hazardous material spill containment capabilities and response procedures to
improve containment and clean-up. The standardization of containment procedures is not in itself
sufficient and as such does not satisfy permit requirements. Other permittees omitted information
a~together.

A plan, with schedule of implementation or procedures to detect and eliminate illegal discharges and
illicit disposal practices, must be ~=ubmitted to this Regional Board no later than July l, 1993.

inTzL~ksurf~¢¢3’ 1.4 nm~ffSuhmi~fromf°r constructioni~Pproval a r~lansites.With schedule of implementation of measures to control _t~ollutar,;.;

Board staff’s review of plans submitted for this requirement determined that the ABMPs for control of
pollutants from construction sites are inadequate. More detail must be provided and a revised schedule
for implementation must be submitted. ABMPs selected for implementation must supplement EABMPs.

One permittee responded that because all undeveloped lots in its jurisdiction are less than one tenth of
an acre in size, no plan to control pollutants or sediments is necessary other than simply sand bagging.
This may be true for sediment or erosion control but does not necessarily conu’ol waste materials
generated during construction. A plan for the control of pollutan~s for construction sites is required
regardless of size under the municipal compliance program. Construction activity may include any
disturbance of soil including excavation, grading, and demolishing.

Another permittee has proposed to make construction contractors aware of permit regulations and the
problems associated with contaminated runoff. Such measures may be adequate for certain municipalities
but are most effective if practiced across municipal jurisdictions. In addition, othe; BMPs must be
considered.

A plan, with schedule of implementation of measures to control pollutants in surface runoff from
construction sites, must be submitted to this Regional Board no later than July I, 19~3.

Ta~k 3.2 Eviden?~ of ~a~i.~facmry Dro~,re,~.~ of implementation of nlan and schcd~de for early action BMP,~

The Cities of Torrance and Los Ange!~ have implemented EABMPs in advance of the Executive
Officer’s approval. These cities are the only permittees in compliance with this requirement. Progress
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made by these municipalities is very positive. Permit’tees should consider the implementation of similar
programs and/or practices. Staff commends the initiative taken by these cities. Other cities have
indicated that they have implemented EABMPs as well, but no documentation has been submitted to the
Regional Board.

Evidence of satisfactory progress or implementation of plan and schedule for early action BMPs and
additional BMPs must be submitted to this Regional Board no later than July 1, 1993.

Task 3.3 Evi0en~� of all requisite legal ;~uthoritv to regulate illegal discharges and illicit disoos=:
Dractices to drainage facilities, and to prosecute violators

The Permit Implementation Agreement submitted to the Board to satisfy Task 3.3is an agreement
between permittees which establishes responsibilities with respect to compliance with the Storm Water
Permit. The agreement, however, does not demonstrate that the permittees possess adequate legal
authority to regulate illegal discharges and illicit disposal practices to storm water drainage facilities, and
to prosecute violators. While general nuisance codes and rules may exist, it is important to adopt specific
legal regulations specific to storm water and urban runoff, both to educate the public at large and to
consolidate the authority to enforce violations.

The City of Santa Monica and the City of Malibu have developeo model ordinances which provide legal
authority to enforce storm water program requirements. Similar model ordinances should to b¢
considered by all permittees in the drainage basin. These cities’ ordinances are a forward step in
satisfying the legal authority requirements.

The City of Santa Monica Urban Runoff Pollution Ordinance requires the use of pollutant and runoff
control measures: contains pollution control mandates for all construction sites within the city; and
requires reduction in urban runoff flows from all new development.

The City of Malibu Ordinance No. 51U establishes storm water management standards, and amends the
excavation and grading standards of the municipal code to comply with the Federal Clean Water Am.

A summary of all requisite legal authority to regulate illegal discharges and illicit disposal praclices
to drainage facilities and to prosecu[e violators must be submitted to this Regional Board no later
than July l, 1993. The actual sections of municipal ordinances must be submitted to this Board
no later than September 17, 1993.

IV. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

co-permittee compliance with storm water permit requirements is improving. The varietyPermit~eeand
of approaches taken by the majority of permittees to meet permit requirements was not conducive of an
area-wide program. With an increased level of compliance, a workable comprehensive storm water/urban
runoff management program for Los Angeles County may be achieved.

Board staff suggests that permittees share information and discuss submittals to insure an effective area.
vide comprehensive program.

S~aff believes that specific EABMPs submitted which are regionally applicable Should be implemented
if. all areas. ABMPs selected for implementation should supplement EABMPs.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION

JUNE 14, 1993

ATTACHMENT 2
REVIEW OF SECOND YEAR COMPLIANCE

MONITORING WORK PLAN FOR THE SANTA MONICA BAY WATERSHED

I. SUMMARY

Board staff, in evaluating the Santa Monica Bay ($MB) Watershed monitoring work-plan, considered (1)
existing storm water monitoring programs in other urban areas of the State, (2)the United States
Environmental Protection Agency guidance for municipal storm water permitting, (3) recent reports by
the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project on non-point source pollution, and (4) comments received by
Los Angeles County during public review of the plans.

Although the monitoring plan submitted by the County and co-permittees addresses the specific objectives
required by the permit (Board Order No. 90-079, Section 3. I. 1), it overlooked the objective of the Stoma
Water Program which is to achieve a reduction of pollutants discharged through storm water and urban
runoff to receiving waters. Additionally, the submittal lacks me essential elements of a comprehensive
monitoring program. The proposed plan was insufficient in the following areas:

1. rationale/procedures for the selection of monitoring sites and relationship to specific
objectives;

2. quality assurance/quality control procedures for field sampling, data analysis, and data
management; and,

3. projected time schedules to meet the various objectives.

The list of monitoring parameters submitted are acceptable, with the addition of the biological indicator
Enterococcus. We recommend that bacterial indicator monitoring be coordinated with existing programs
of the Los Angeles County Department of Health and the City of Los Angeles for cost effectiveness. The
propos~ monitoring frequency is satisfactory.

For the purposes of this attachment, recommendations are in italics, required actions are in bold.

Board staff proposes the following revisions to the monitoring plan:

1. Include enterococcus as a monitoring parameter;

2. Add the following tasks and schedule for completion;
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REPORT OF
COMPLETION COMPLIANCE TO

TASKS DATE REGIONAL BOARD

a. Develop methodology to July 1, 1993 July 15, 1993
make refined estimates
of pollutants discharged
to Santa Monica Bay

b. Make a first estimate of July 1, 1994 July 1S, 1994
pollutant loads to
Santa Monica Bay on the
basis of monitoring

c. Complete a basic QA/QC July 1, 1993 July 15, 1993
plan for the Storm Water
Monitoring Program

d. Develop and implement a July I, 1993 Jan 15, 1994pilot project to establish
monitoring of long-term
trends in storm water quality

e. Develop monitoring for July 1, 1993 Jan 15, 1994identificalion of souroes
of pollutants

f. Develop and implement a Jan 1, 1994 Jan 15, 1994monitoring program to
evaluate effectiveness of
BMPs

g. Develop and implement a Jan 1, 1994 Jan 15, 1994monitoring program to
identify locations of
illegal practices and
elimination sources
of pollutants

h. Develop and implement a July l, 1994 July 15, 1994program to evaluate storm
water impacts on selecled
receiving waters
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If. EVALUATION OF THE PROPOSED MONITORING PL~I~I

1. Ohiectives of the Monitorine P~q

The objectives of a comprehensive Storm Water/Urban Runoff Monitoring Program must include the
following:

(a) develop a methodology to refine annual estimates of pollutant loads to Santa Monica Bay;

(b) determine long-term trends in the quality of storm water/urban runoff;

(c) Improve the understanding of sources of storm water pollution;

(d) Establish effectiveness of controls (’BMPs) for specific land uses, with implication for broad~
implementation;

(e)    identify illegal discharges or locations of illegal disposal practices; ~d,

(0 monitor effect~ of storm water/urban runoff on receiving water quality and water quality
objectives.

The proposed monitoring plan submitled by Los Angeles County includes objectives (b) through (e), but

does not address (a) and (0. Staff propose$ thou (a) aad (/) be included.

2. Annual Estimates of Pollutant Loads

The proposed work-plan does not discuss this objective. The permittees in their monitoring plan
proposed a pilot program of nine monitoring stations in the Santa Monica watershed to evaluate storm
water quality. The permit~ees must modify the choice of sampling stations to include the major drainage
basins in the watershed and use this pilot project to make the first estimate of pollutant loads to Santa
Monica Bay. It must be recognized that the number of monitoring stations need to be increased in
coming years to meet the criterion of two stations per land use category.

Annual pollutant loads and event mean concentrations (’EMCs) are important parameters to assess the
impact of municipal storm water discharges on receiving waters. Sampling stations to estimate pollutant
loads and EMCs must include drainage basins with the largest input relative to volume and predominant
land-uses. A good evaluation of the relative importance of drainage basins within the Santa Monica Bay
watershed is provided in a report produced for the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project by UCLAa.
Permittees are expected to select an appropriate mathematical model (e.g. QILLUDAS, SWMM, etc.)
to refine and estimate pollutant loads, and for decision-making projections. While detailed dynamic
modelling for the entire Basin may be too resource intensive, a simple model for the whole Basin could
be augmented with a dynamic model for large sub-basins (such as the Malibu Creek and the Ballona
Creek watersheds), and single land-use sub-basins (such as the Palos Verdes Peninsula watershed). A
discussion of storm water models may be found in ’Modelling of Nonpoint Source Water Quality in
Urban and Non-urban Areas, Donigan and Heber’16.

R0033129



MUNICIPAL S’[ORM WATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY
A’I’~I’ACHMENF 2, PAGE 4

Development of methodology to refine estimates of pollutant loads must be accomplished and
documented no later than July 15, 1993.

3. Lonz-Term Trends in Storm Water/Urban Runoff Ouality

Permittees have proposed nine test sites for the pilot study to select fixed stations but have not justified
the usefulness of these sites in terms of either pollutant loads or predominant land uses. Almost half the
number of s!tes are within a single basin (Ballona Creek basin), and none are located within the large
Malibu Creek watershed.

The objective of any long-term monitoring is to monitor potential pollutant trends in storm water,urban
runoff quality and loads. Fixed stations for such purposes must be representative of the twenty-seven
basins in the SMB watershed, in terms of land-use breakdowns, rainfall patterns, and land area. The pilot
study may be used to choose fixed stations to evaluate long term trends in water quality and pollutant
loads. The choice of permanent stations must be properly justified and approved. Also required is a
description of the statistical methodology that will be used to evaluate data, and the accounting of factor
variability. It is expected that this program will be expanded eventually to include two stations per
significant land use, including road transporlation corridors.

The pilot study to develop a monitoring program to establish long term trends In storm water
quality must be initiated immediately and the objective must be accomplished no later than January

4. Sources of Storm Water Pollutants

The permittees have discussed this objective in general but without focus or detail. No pilot or model
program to develop this objective has been presented.

Identification of sources of pollutants that generate high concentrations and present the greatest risk is
important to the targeting of storm water quality management programs. An effective monitoring
program should evaluate sources that include, (a) priority industrial sources, (b) priority commercial/retail
sources, (c) land-use categories, and (d) urban transportation corridors. Source identification should
consider both water and sediment as media for pollutant transport. This task is not mutually exclusive and
could be successfully integrated with other elements of the monitoring program.

Th is component of the Monitoring Program is pan of compliance activity under permit requirement 3.1.3.
(page 11) of NPDES Permit No. CA0061654.

A detailed description of a pilot or model program to meet this objective must be submitted by July
15, 1993 and the program implemented no later than January 1, 1994.

5. Effectivene.~s of BMPs

The permittees discussed this objective only briefly. No specific plan is proposed to evaluate
effectiveness of BMPs through monitoring.

Monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of BMPs, and characterize the efficiency of specific controls is
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important in focussing available resources to achieve the most pollutant reduction. Structural controls may
be evaluated in specific locations by discrete sampling and then considered for area-wide application. The
effectiveness of non-structural BMPs may be evaluated locally before basin-wide implementation.
Further, monitoring regional structural-BMPs routinely will forewarn the onset of operation and
maintenance problems.

A detailed description of a plan to meet this objective, outlining pilot projects for Immediate
implementation is due January 15, 1994.

6./lle~,al Discharges and Illegal Disposal Practices

The permirtees mentioned this objective but did not discuss a plan to monitor illegal discharges or
locations of illicit disposal practices.

Monitoring to identify sources and locations of illegal practices is essential in identifying violations that
may adversely affect a storm water quality management program. A monitoring program that includes
selected screening indicator parameters and flexible locations will facilitate the identification of
contaminated sites or pollutant sources for additional evaluations.

A detailed description of a plan to address this objective and the area for immediate implementation
must be submilted no later than January 15, 1994.

7. Receivin~ Water Ouality

The permittees did not discuss this objective in the proposed workplan. Receiving water monitoring is
an integral requirement of all major NPDES permits.

Investigating impacts of storm water on receiving water quality is essential to protecting beneficial uses
and is best approached as an integrated effort. Initial programs should focus on screening for in-stream
toxicity of storm water and evaluation of stream sediment toxicity using biological approaches such as
the triad method (i.e., bulk sediment chemistry, sediment toxicity information, and benthic conununity
survey) in selected receiving waters (e.g., Ballona Creek at Marina del Rey, Malibu Lagoon,
Such programs may be coordinated with other agencies, including the Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Project, for maximum benefit.

A detailed description of a plan to achieve this objectit, e must be submitted no later than July 15,
1994.

8. Ouality A~surance!Ouality Control

The work-plan does not discuss Program Quality Assurance/Quality Control and Data Management
procedures.

A QA/QC Plan should address a.s appropriate, (a) Standard operating procedures including, field
procedures, pre-sampling mobilization, sample collection procedures, chain of custody and post sampling
procedures, (b) Laboratory QA/QC, including lab compositing, detection limits and holding times and,
(c) Data reduction, validation, and data reporting. Also essential are monitoring plan management, plan

R0033131



L

MUNICIPAL S-~’ORM WATER PERMIT FOR !X:)S ANGELES COUNTY 4~.’ V
ATTACHMENT 2, PAGE 6

schedule, field crew training, and health and safety plan. Data management, including reporting and ~
analyses, should discuss statistical methods for analysis and reporting of data (including censored data).

A basic QA\QC Plan for the storm water monitoring program must be submitted by July 15, 1993. I,
Specific modifications to the basic Q.A\QC Plan for single projects may be addressed in supplementary
submittals.

9. (~en~ral Comments

In addition, we have the following minor comments regarding the monitoring program:

i. Sampling

o semi-volatiles shotdd be collected as grab-samples
o metals should be done as both soluble and total
o Cyanide should be done as a grab sample
o Grab samples must be collected during thefirstpart of the storm
o Flow weighting method is faulty; volume must be set by storm based on predicted runoff

coefftcients; bottles may have to be changed if storm is larger than expected
o Minimum flow volume for dry weather analysis must be reported
o Dry weather sampling should be done as a 24-hr composite (except for bacteriological

indicators, pH, o,anide, oil and grease, semi-volatile organic compounds).

ii. Equipm~t

o Samplers must be continuously maintained and pre-storm checked
o Provide details on sampling andflow equipment, and data storage required.
o Number of bottles in sampler and volume available not described.
o Equipment housing procedures must be presented.

10. References

The following section lists references used by Board staff in its review of the monitoring plan and are
sources that permittees may find useful in addressing our comments.

MONITORING
I. Guida--e Manual for the Preparation of Pan 2 of the NPDES Permit Application for Discharges from
Munici.r ;eparate Storm Sewer Systems, 1992, EPA 833-B-92-0~2, USEPA OWEC [Contact EPA
Storm Water Hotline at (703)821-4823]

2. Assessment of Storm Drain Sources of Contaminants to Santa Monica Bay, Vols. I-4, Santa Monica
Bay Restoration Project. 1993. [Contact Guang-yu Wang, SMBKP, (213)266-7568], (UCLA and WCC)

3. NPDES Storm Water Sampling Guidance Document, USEPA 1992, EPA 833-B-92-0~1, [Contact EPA
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Stormwater Hodine at (703)821-4823]

4 Amended Monitoring Plan, Santa Clara Valley Non-point Source Pollution Control Program,
December 9, 1991. [Contact Marcia Guzetta at (408)265-2600, (WCC)].

5 Guidelines for Monitoring of Urban Runoff Quality, MERL, OH, EPA-600/2-83-124, 1983, prepared
for Urban Drainage and Flood Control District, Denver, CO,(Michael B. Sonnen) [Contact NTIS at
(703)48~-4650].

6. Analyzing Urban Runoffin the Dallas-Fort Worth Area, M.A. Collins et ;ft.(undated) OVCC). [Contac~         ,,~ ,’~
WCC at (800)776-3296]

7. Source Identification and Control Report, 1992. Santa Clara Valley Non-point Source Pollution Control
Program. [Contact Marcia Guzetta at (408)265-2600, (WCC)]

RECEIVING WATER
8. Annual Report, 1990/1991 Monitoring Program NPDES Permit 90-15g, Sacramento County Water
Agency, July 1, 1991. [Contact Donna Dean, County of Sacramento, (916) 440-6851] (Brown and
Caldwell).

9. Annual Report, 1991/1992 Monitoring Program NPDES Permit 90-158, Sacramento County Water
Agency, July 1, 1991. [Contact Donna Dean, County of Sacramento, (916)440-6851] (Brown and
Caldwell)

I0. Sediment Quality and Aquatic Life Assessment, W.J. Adams et al. 1992, Environ. Sc. Technol., Vol
26(I0), pp 1865-1875.

II. Sediment Toxicity Testing, G.A. Burton and J. Scott, 1992, Environ. Sc. Technol., Vol 26(II), pp
2068-2075.

DATA MANAGEMENT

Program to Estimate Means and Standard Deviations for Data Sets with BelowUNCENSOR:A
Detection Limit, M.C. Newman and P.M. Dixon, 1990, American Environmental Laboratory, April
1990, pp 2630.

13. UNCENSOR Version 3.0, Newman, M. et al. 1992. [Contact Michael Newman, Savannah River
Ecology Laboratory (803) 725-2472], (University of Georgia).

14. MDL Program, D.R. Helsel 1992, Water Resources Div., USGS, [Contact USGS at (’703) 860-6000]           ~’~

15. Less than Obvious: Statistical Treatment of Data below the Detection Limit, D.R. Helsel, 1990,
Environ. Sci. Technol., Vol. 24(12), pp 1766-1774.

16. Modelling of Non-point Source Water Quality in Urban and Nonurban areas, Donigan and Heber,
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1991, USEPA, ERL, Athens, GA, [Co~tact USEPA, ERL at (706) 546-3549].

! 7. Estimation of Descriptive Statistics for Multiply Censored Water Quality Data, D.R. Helsel and T.A.
Cohn, 1988, Water Resources Research Vol. 24(12) 199%2004.

18. The Detection Limit, P.S. Porter et al., 1988, Environ. Sci. Technol. Vol. 22(8), pp 856-861.

19. Statistical Methods in Water Resources, D.R. Helsel and R.M. Hirsch. 1992, Studies in
Envh’onmental Science 49, Elsevier Science Publications, New York, NY. 522 pp.

!1
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Jerry Baxter
California Department
of Transportation
120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIRF.~CTS FOR STORMSVATER/URBAN RUNOFF
DISCHARGE FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND CO-PERMITTEES    (NPDES
CA0061654, CI 6948)

On June 18, 1990, this Regional Board adopted Order No. 90-079 (NPDES No. CA0061654)
regulating stormwater and urban runoff discharges from separate storm sewers throughout Los
Angeles County. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is a Co-Permittee
under this N’PDES municipal storm water discharge permit. Caltrans has made submittals
requh’ed under Year I and Year II of this permit. Staff has reviewed these submittals and noted
the following inadequacies:

1. Caltrans submitted their Early Action Best Management Practices
(EABMPs) and Additional BMPs to the Regional Board on January 23,
1992, and July 2, 1992, respectively. Insufficient information was
submitted regarding these BMPs to adequately evaluate their
appropriateness or potential effectiveness. Detailed information, including
procedures and frequency of individual BMP implementation, must be
submitted for Executive Officer approval.

2. Construction activity under Caltran$ contracts vary in size throughout the
Los Angeles area. Projects that r~$ult m the soil disturbance of 5 acres
or more of total land area or which is part of a larger common area of
development is subject to the California NPDES General Storm Water
Discharge Permit for Construction Activity and would require the
implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan. Caltrans,
under NPDES Municipal Storm Water Discharge Permit No. CA0061654
is responsible for insuring that all of its construction projects regardless
of size are in compliance with all local, state, and federal requirements.
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3. The County of Los Angeles, as Principal Permittee has requested
information from the co-permittees for area wide program development.
Caltrans has failed to submit the following information:

Information R~uested Due Date

Alignment of Storm Dram Oct 30, 1992
Identification of Natural Wate~ Couraes
Identification of Private Drainage Sy=ems
Definition of Drainage Bouadari~

Determination of Existing BMPs for Construction Sites Nov 30, 1993
Existing BMPs for Illegal Discharge and Disposal Practices
Existing BMPs for Residential, Commercial, and Industrial Sites

Development of Early Action BMP Plan Apt 1, 1993

The above information must be submitted to this Board and the Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works no later than July 1, 1993. Failure to provide this information under the
provisions of the municipal storm water permit may constitute a violation of the Porter-Cologne
Water Quality Control Act, subject to enforcement action by this Regional Board.

The Regional Board looks forward to seeing greater cooperation and participation from your
agency in the municipal storm water program and the monthly permittee advisory meetings
sponsored by the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works.

If you have any questions, please call me at (213) 266-7510, or have your staff call Mark
Pumford at (213) 266-7596, or Carlos Urrunaga at (213) 266-7598.

ROBERT P. GHTRELLI, D.Env.
Executive Officer

cc: see attached mailing list
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES I

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ,,~C0
~ SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91~LIJJI

THOMAB A. TIDE~AN~N. ~                                Ten.one: (118) 45~1~                             ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO;
PO ~X I~

ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA

" LApril 29, 1993 ,~,E,~,~ ~."

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll                                        ~.

11California Regional Water --
Quality Control Board ~,

Los Angeles Region ~
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NATIONAL POLLIFfANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM PERMIT
NO. CA0061654 (CI6948)~_ - QUARTERLYPROGRESS REPORT    t,%~ % (~>    ~|~.
The following report is submitted in compliance with the above- ’
captioned Permit, which was issued on June 18, 1990. This report
provides a summary on the status of specific Permit tasks performed
during the second quarter (January i, 1993 through March 31, 1993)
of the third year of the Permit which began on July I, 1990.

. U
Phase I (Santa Monlca Bay Dralnaqe Basin)

During this period, the Principal Permittee continued to organize              ~_~
and chair the monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit
compliance. Enclosed is a chart summarizing the attendance record
of the Co-Permlttees (Attachment A).

The Permlttees are awaiting formal response from your agency to
their comments made in response to your January Ii, 1993 Permit
Compliance Report.    The Co-Permlttees are taking a proactlve
approach to address the concerns note~ in your report by working on
the recommended 13 Best Management Practices. The Department of
Public Works (DPW) is revising the stormwater/urban runoff
monitoring program based on the recommendations in your report and
received in follow-up meetings with your staff.

We anticipate installing our first automated fixed site monitoring
station, which will be in Ballona Creek, in May of this year.
Procurement of the automated sampling equipment and scheduling of
the design work needed for the installation of samplers for the
other sites has been initiated.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghlrelll
April 29, 1993
Page 2

The Permit Implementation Agreement which established the framework
among all Permittees to comply with the Permit has been executed by
21 of the 22 Phase I Permittees, the exception being the City of
Los Angeles. The Permlttees have also been developing a llst of
common non-stormwater discharges which flow into the drain system.
As part of the effort, recommendations were being developed for the
handling of these discharges. Per advice by your staff, however,
we have postponed the effort until more direction can be provided
by the California State Water Resources Control Board.

Progress continues on the DPW pilot inspection program for Ballona
Creek. We have completed a detailed inventory of all connections
to the open channel portion of Ballona Creek.    We have been
successful, with the assistance of Culver City, in terminating an
illegal sanitary sewer bypass connection that was discharging raw
sewage into the channel. Additional investigations and enforcement
efforts are being pursued.

DPW, as Principal Permittee, has prepared an informational brochure
targeted for interested parties such as politicians, Implementors,
and professional groups. All Co-Permittees have been offered these
brochures for their use. Also, presentations have been conducted
with the Southeast Area City Managers Association and the Southbay
Area City Managers Association to further enhance awareness and
support of the Municipal Stormwater Program.

We are also continuing active participation with the Santa Monica
Bay Restoration Project and the Malibu Creek Watershed Natural
Resource Plan working committees in support of regional efforts to
enhance the quality of stormwater.

Phase I Co-Permlttees interested in providing information on the
progress of their individual Permit implementation efforts have
been asked to provide such information in writing. We have, to
date, not received any response for the Co-Permittees.

Phase II IUpper L°s Anqeles River and UPper San Gabrlel Rive~
Drainaqe Basins)

During this period, the Principal Permlttee has organized and
chaired monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit
compliance. Enclosed is a chart (Attachment B) summarizing the
Permit submittal compliance status of each Co-Permittee. Also
enclosed (Attachment C) is a chart reflecting the attendance record
of the Co-Permittees.
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As required by our Year One Permit tasks, we are subdividing the
Phase II drainage basins into smaller drainage areas. Due to the
vast size of the Phase II drainage basins (approximately 1,110
square miles), we will be unable to complete the drainage area
subdivision work and subsequent characterization by July I, 1993.
We currently estimate completion of this work by December 30, 1993.

As noted under Phase I, we are revising our monitoring program and
targeting resubmittal to you by July 1993. With the exception of
the monitoring sites, we will be proposing a similar program for
Phase II.    Since the Permit requires the proposed monitoring
program for each Phase to be subject to public review prior to
submittal to you, we will be unable to submit our monitoring
program for Phase II by July i, 1993. Also, the selection of
monitoring sites is dependent on completion of the drainage area
subdivision work discussed above. Therefore, we currently estimate
submittal of the proposed monitoring program for Phase II to you by
February 28, 1994.

Phase III (Lower Los Angeles River, Lower San Gabriel River, and
f Santa Clara Drainage Basins)

During this period, the Principal Permittee has received Letters of
Intent from the Cities of Hawthorne and Huntington Park well in
advance of the July i, 1993 starting date for Phase III. The
County is planning a third and final orientation meeting on May 25,
to fully appraise remaining potential Co-Permlttees of the program
prior to the deadline.

If you have any questions, please contact Rod Kubomoto at
(818) 458-3537, Monday through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMANSON

Di~ctor of Public Works

~ istan~IDeputy Director
Waste Mar~agement Division

FK:mp
WM-3/FYR6

Enc.

cc: Phase I Co-Permlttees
Phase II Co-Permlttees
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA 91~1331

THOMAS A TIDEM&N~N. ~,~"
Tekphone: (818) 455-3l~

ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONOENCE
P.O BOX 1460

ALH^MS~A. CALIFORNIA

February 8, 1993 ,.~E~Y~.S~ ,~"’"’km ~

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli                                          ~-
California Regional Water Quality

Control Board - LOS Angeles Region
I01 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-~156

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

MUNICIPAL STORMWATER PERMIT FOR LOS ANGELES CODNTY COMMENTS ON YOUR RE¥1EW OF
SECOND-YEAR COMPLIANCE

This letter contains the Los Angeles County comments on your Permit-compliance
report dated January 11, 1993. Due to the limited time available to comment on
the report, we are not able to coordinate with all the Co-Permittees in drafting
a joint comment. All Co-Permittees have been asked to comment directly to your
agency with a copy to us. In order to develop an appreciation of the concerns
of all the Permittees, a meeting was held on February 2, 1993, to share their
thoughts on your report.

The Permittees are collectively in general concurrenc~ with the 13 cited Best
Management Practice (BMP) recommendations and their potential for controlling
stormwater quality, while acknowledging that financial constraints must be
considered in their application.

We understand that various Co-Permittees will be sending their comments directly
to your agency. Other Co-Permittees have indicated that, because of the limited
timeframe to respond and the complexity of the issues, they may not be able to
respond by February 8, 1993. For these reasons, the absence of written comments
to your agency by any Co-Permittee should not be construed as acceptance of, or
objection to, the recommendations and implementation schedules.

Upon review of the compliance report, the County of Los Angeles has the following
interpretation and comments:

Task 2.1.8 Earl.y Action BMP (EABMPs) Plans

It is our understanding that the EABMP is approved by your agency.

Tasks 2.1.9 and 3.1 Water Quality Monitorinq Proqram

The program was approved by the Executive Officer. Eight recommendations were
also provided. The following are our detailed comments on these recommendations:
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1. Include Enterococcus as a monitoring parameter

Although Enterococcus was not specifically listed as a monitoring parameter,
the test method proposed for Fecal Streptococcus (Standard Methods 9]OA and
910B) includes the Enterococcus group. Our listed constituents exceed those
required in the Federal Stormwater Monitoring Regulations.

2a. Develop methodology to make refined estimates of pollutants discharged to
Santa Monica Bay

As a result of a meeting with your staff in September 1992, we are in the
process of selecting alternate locations for some of our monitoring
stations.

We will begin the process of reviewing and selecting an appropriate
stormwater quality model and will attempt to develop by July 15, 1993, a
methodology to estimate pollutant loads. Due to the complexity of selecting
an appropriate water quality model, we may not meet your July 15, 1993
deadline. We intend to work closely with you in selecting a model
appropriate for our climate and needs.

l~"~"    b. Make a first estimate of pollutant loads to Santa Monica Bay on the basis

of monitoring

We feel that the October I, 1993 completion date for this task is not
appropriate.    The necessary event mean concentrations for various
pollutants, as determined from the analysis of flow-weighted composite
samples, will not be available by this date. The flow-weighted composite
samples are to be collected at our proposed monitoring stations. These
stations will not collect any storm samples until the n~xt storm season at
the earliest, which begins October 15, 1993, and extends to April 15, 1994.

We request that the deadline for this task be moved to August I, 1994. This
will allow us sufficient time to obtain samples from a full storm season and
develop the pollutant load estimates.

A first estimate of pollutant loads to Santa Monica Bay has already been
developed for the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project by UCLA (your
monitoring reference No. 2). This study attempted to utilize existing local
water quality data to develop pollutant load estimates. In general, the
local data was found to be inappropriate for use in estimating pollutant
loadings.

Therefore, the project relied on nationally-derived data obtained by the
National Urban Runoff Pollutant study, although it was recognized that only
minimal data was available from the southwest part of the country. We
believe that it is inappropriate to attempt to develop a more accurate first
estimate of pollutant loadings until the necessary local water quality data
becomes available through our implemented monitoring program.
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c. Complete a basic QA/QC Plan for the Stormwater Honitorln9 Program

Documentation of our QA/QC procedures and the plan will be developed and
submitted to you for your review prior to initiation of sampling.
Completion of the plan is targeted for the July I, 1993 deadline.

d. Develop and implement a pilot project to establish monitoring of long-tem
trends in stormwater quality

As stated earlier, we are in the process of selecting some new locations for
our monitoring stations. As requested, stations are being selected to
provide sufficient data to determine pollutant loads plus characterize
individual lar~d uses. However, more clarification is needed as to what
would be considered "proper justification" for each station.

We will need more information as to the level of detail expected in the
evaluation of trends and what statistical methodologies would be acceptable
to your agency. We would like to meet with your staff to resolve these
issues.

e. Conduct monitoring for identification of sources of pollutants

It is unclear as to how the requirements of this task differ substantially
from the requirements of Tasks d. and g. The evaluation of individual land
use categories and typical urban transportation corridors will be handled
under Task d. Identification of specific pollutant sources would be
performed under Task g.

We would like to meet with your staff to clarify these issues.

f. Develop and implement a monltoring program to evaluate effectiveness of BMPs

We agree that structural controls such as detention basins, clarifiers, et¢,
can have their effectiveness gauged through monitoring.    However,
determining the effectiveness of nonstructural controls, such as public
education, recycling programs, increased street sweeping, etc., is very
difficult to ascertain through monitoring. This is due to the variability
in hydrologic factors, such as the duration, intensity, and distribution of
rainfall within a watershed. The variability of these factors strongly
influences the event mean concentrations calculated for a given storm in a
watershed. At least a decade or more of monitoring would be needed to
evaluate any trends showing a reduction in pollutants that could be
attributed to a nonstructural control.

We will meet with your staff to discuss other methods to gauge the
effectiveness of BMPs.
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g. Develop and implement a monitoring program to identify locations of illegal
practices and eliminate sources of pollutants

We will be establishing a monitoring program on behalf of the Co-Permittees.
This program will involve operating the permanent and semi-permanent
monitoring stations needed to develop pollutant-loading estimates,
characterize individual land uses, and monitor BMP effectiveness.

Permit Task 3.1.3 requires the development of a plan to detect and eliminate
illegal discharges and illicit disposal practices. The performance of any
field screening/monitoring and storm drain inspections, needed for
compliance with Task 3.1.3, is the responsibility of each Permittee within
any storm drain it owns and operates. These activities will not be part of
the monitoring program we are establishing on behalf of the Co-Permittees.
Based on our available resources, we may be able to market this service to
the Co-Permittees.

h. Develop and implement a program to evaluate stormwater impacts on selected
receiving waters

The evaluation of stormwater impacts on selected receiving waters is not a
requirement of the Permit. Such analyses are, however, a part of such
activities as the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project, as well as a
function of such agencies as the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Task 3.1.2 Additional BMP Plans; Task 3.1.3 Procedures to Detect and Eliminate
llleqal Discharqes and Illicit Disposal Practices; and 3.1.4 Control of Surface
Runoff from Construction Sites

You indicated that our submittals required revision . Thirteen recommendations
were provided. Listed below are the recommendations and our comments.

Establish or improve an area-wide catch basin stenciling program with a
universal stencil to discourage dumping, discarding, and/or discharge of
pollutants, carriers, and/or debris into storm drainage systems Countywide.
A universal stencil will be most effective. The City of Los Angeles intends
to develop a public service announcement with the universal stencil to be
shown Countywide. This would prevent any possible confusion from seeing
different stencils as one travels from municipality to municipality within
the County.

The County will develop and implement a stenciling program for catch basins
owned and operated by the County. We will seek the concurrence
of Co-Permittees for County basins within incorporated cities.
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2. Develop programs to promote, publicize and facilitate public reporting of
illegal discharges and/or dumping. An (800) telephone number may be
beneficial. This telephone number should be put into operation as soon as
possible.

We are currently working with the County District Attorney’s Office to
coordinate such a program.

3. Adopt a runoff control ordinance requiring the use of BMPs during and after
construction, such as that of the City of Santa Monica, for the reduction
of runoff and pollutants leaving a property or properties.

We have some concern regarding this recommendation. Alternatives that
provide similar results may be the more appropriate approach. This may
include, but not be limited to, policies and guidelines that would be
incorporated in our land development regulations and programs. These
requirements would enforce compliance in efforts by contractors and
developers to enhance the quality of runoff and restrict pollutant
discharges. Development and implementation of these requirements are
critical, as it is noted that any over-restrictive runoff control ordinance
will adversely impact the local economy and jeopardize needed business
retention objectives. We will investigate the feasibility of implementing
such requirements.

4. Augment public education and outreach programs with regard to catch basins
and storm drainage systems and their intended purpose.

We are developing a comprehensive public education and outreach program.

5. Provide regular catch basin cleaning when and where needed.

We currently clean all of our catch basins once a year. Additional cleaning
is done if problem areas are identified and on a complaint basis. As stated
in our EABMP Plan, we will further identify target areas which may require
increased frequency of cleaning and implementing an expanded cleaning
program in these areas, if appropriate. We currently have two years of data
on catch basin cleaning. We will continue to collect data to monitor the
situation and refine our knowledge of specific trends, as needed. We do not
currently foresee additional improvements in this BMP beyond those proposed
in our EABMP plan.

Increase cleaning frequency of and number of roadside trash receptacles in
areas where needed.

We currently provide trash receptacles in areas of high-foot traffic. They
are cleaned out once a week. Additional cleanout is provided in problem
areas. As stated in our EABMP Plan, we will:
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Identify areas where roadside trash receptacles frequently overflow and
provide additional capacity or more frequent collection at these
locations. Receptacles will be lined with plastic bags to prevent
leaking of fluids.

We do not foresee additional improvements in this BMP beyond those proposed
in our EABMP plan.

7. Increase street sweeping in areas where needed.

Street sweeping of unincorporated County areas is done once a week. We
believe that our practice is very effective but will be investigating
additional measures as needed.

8. Discourage the improper disposal of litter, lawn/garden clippings, and pet
feces into the street or areas where runoff may carry these pollutants to
the storm drainage system.

We will include the above-stated concerns in our public education programs.

~-~     9. Implement facility inspections of auto repair shops, auto body shops, auto
parts and accessory shops, gasoline stations, and restaurants as the
accumulation of pollutants, garbage, and/or debris tends to concentrate in
these areas. These inspections may effectively prevent the discharge of
chemicals, materials, and/or debris into the street and/or storm drainage
system.

We currently inspect, at least once per year, a variety of industrial
establishments through the Industrial Waste/Underground Tank Regulatory
Programs. Follow-up inspections are made if violations are identified. We
are investigating the possibility of including stormwater quality in such
inspections.

10. Encourage owners and persons in control of homes or businesses to remove
dirt, rubbish, and debris from their sidewalks and alleys which may
contribute pollutants to urban runoff.

We will include the above-stated concerns in our public education programs.

11. Encourage recycling of oil, glass, plastic, and other materials to prevent
their improper disposal into the storm drainage system. Each munlcipa]ity
should insure that receptacles are provided in strategic areas.

We will have expanded our curbside recycling programs to include all
incorporated areas by June 1994, in compliance with the State solid waste
reduction programs.
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12. Encourage the proper disposal of Household Hazardous Wastes to prevent the
improper disposal of such materials to the storm drainage system. Each
municipality should establish disposal centers in strategic areas,

We currently conduct the Countywide Household Hazardous Waste (HHW)
Collection Program at locations throughout the County. This joint effort,
including public education outreach, by the County and local cities, has
been very successful. We are also working with local industries, including
oil companies and the auto parts and service industry, to take advantage of
their hazardous waste disposal capabilities to enhance the comprehensive
Countywide HHW Program. The establishment of fixed disposal centers has
been closely studied and is not cost effective at this time.

13. Encourage the proper use and conservation of water.

On July 26, 1988, the Board of Supervisors adopted the Water Stealing
Ordinance (Ord. No. 88-0130U), on July 25, 1991 (revised May 23, 1992),
adopted a County Water Conservation Ordinance (Ord. No. 91-0075M), and on
December 17, 1992, adopted a Water Efficient Landscaping Ordinance (Ord. No.
92-1035), which specifically mandates proper use and conservation of water
in County unincorporated areas. We are planning to utilize tertiary-treated
wastewater in connection with the West Basin Municipal Water District’s,
West Basin Water Reclamation Program for injection into local aquifers for
mitigation of saltwater intrusion.

Task 3.2 Evidence of Proqress of Implementation of EABMP Plan@

We are committed to implementation of all EABMPs which have been submitted
to your agency. To ensure effective use of limited resources, actual
implementation has been held, pending formal approval of the EABMPs by the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Following the recent granting of
approval, implementation of proposed EABMPs will be initiated.

Task 3.3 Evidence of Leqal Authority to Requlate llleqal Discharqe and Illicit
Disposal Practices to Drainaqe Facilities, and to Prosecute Violators

We have legal authority to regulate illegal discharges and illicit disposal
practices to drainage facilities and to prosecute violators. These
authorities are incorporated in our industrial waste, flood control, and
other County Ordinances. The Permit Implementation Agreement further
establishes aworking framework among all Co-Permittees. It clearly defines
the responsibility of each Permittee within their jurisdictional boundaries
and storm drains which they own and operate. It further outlines their
support of the Permit and cooperation with other Permittees in a joint
effort to enhance the quality of stormwater. We believe that our current
Ordinances and the Permit Implementation Agreement satisfies this task.
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We will develop a detailed Additional BMP Plan which will include scheduled
implementation target dates. In addition, an update of current programs that
have been implemented will be summarized for your information. We do request
that, in the interest of providing a thorough document, additional time be given
to the Permittees beyond the April 30, 1993 deadline. We look forward to
extensive work with your staff and anticipate that such a document may be
achieved by June 30, ]993.

In conclusion, we believe that the recommendations of your agency provide needed
direction to the Permittees for Permit compliance. Your technical assistance and
active support, as "enforcement agency," is crucial to the effective
implementation of the stormwater quality management program.

We believe that, in order to effectively develop and implement the program, final
recommendations for BMPs and water quality monitoring should be included as an
amendment to the current Permit.

Enclosed is a letter from the City of Agoura Hills expressing their concerns
regarding your recommendations.

If you have any questions, please call Rod Kubomoto at (818) 458-3537, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T~ A. TIDEMANSON
Director of Public Works

ES A. NOYES
Deputy Director

FK:mp
MSWP.CMT

Enc.

cc: Phase I Co-Permittees
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION ~

75 H|~horne Street
San Francls~, Ca. 9410~3901          ’~

~2JAN,.E~J3 = ~ ,’,o .-

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll
Executive Officer
California Regional Water Quality =~’" -

Control Board, Los Angeles Region
101 Centre Plaza Drive
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156

Re: Los Angeles County Munlcipal Stormwater NPDES Permit
(c~ooezes~)

Dear Dr. Ghlrelli~

We have received a copy of your staff’s evaluation of Los
Angeles County’s compliance with the second year requirements of
their municipal storm water NPDES permit.

As you are aware, storm water flows can be a major source of
pollution to surface waters. EPA Region 9 believes that proper
implementation of the national storm water program can be a very
important means for controlling pollution to surface waters in
Callfornia, and we are committed to its Implementation throughout
the region.

With the foregoing in mind, I offer the following comments on
your staff’s review of L.A. County’s second year performance.
First, it appears that your staff has conducted a thorough review
of the County’s second year submittals. I am pleased to see Board
staff resources dedicated to oversight of the County’s storm water
program. I urge the Board to continue to dedicate sufficient
resources to this activity so that timely guidance to and oversight
of the County’s program can continue.

Second, although we have not conducted a separate review of
the County’s submittals, I note with concern that your staff has
identified several deficiencies in the County’s performance under
~he permit to date. I encourage you and your staff to work with
the County in order to ensure that it fully complles with all
requirements of the permit. I have recently assigned addltlonal
s~aff to the oversight of the storm water program both in
California in general as well in regard to L.A. County’s program
specifically. We therefore stand ready to assist you and your
s~aff in any way that we can.
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Please call me if you have any questions, or your staff may
contact Mr. Jeremy Johnstone at (415) 744-1895.

Sincerely,

William H. Pierce
Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch
Water Management Division

¯ " r’~

n
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In accordance with a~nlstratlve proceduresw this Board at a
public hearing to ~ held on ~anu~ ~5~ 1993~ at 9~30 a.m.~ 10~
South Broadway~ Room i138~ ~s ~gelos~ ~llfornla~
~r~hop to solIcit �~ents from the p~l£� on staff review of
s~ttals ~d reco~ended �omplIance actions. Persons
�~ent upon or object to these d~ents ~e ~vlted to
sm ~ ~l~ng to the Cal£fo~la RegIonal Water ~al£ty Control
~d, ~s ~geles Reg£on~ 101 Centre Plaza Dr£ve~ Monterey P~k~
~ 91754-2156. C~ents ~y also ~ t~s~tted
~.to (213) 266-,600.

Z~ ?~ ba~e an? ~es~o~s, please �~1 ~ a~ (213) 266-7510,
have yo~ s~f cell ~vke= Sv~~u at (213) 266-~592.

Control Board
Paul ~ell£ker~ ~s£etant Se~ret~ Call~o~la Env~o~en~

Protection ~gen~
~e ~tthews, Section Chief, Dl~ilon o~ Ware=

State Uater Resources Control Bo~d

Env~o~ental Protection Agen~ Region
~ N~e8~ Waits ~nag~ent Dlv~i~on~ County of

Dena~ent ~f P~ll� Works
R~ X~o~oto~ Waste ~nag~ent Dlvlalon~ Cowry o~

~ele8, Dep~ent of P~lLc
P~I ~ch~dson~ Sto~ater ~ag~ent Dkvla£on~ B~eau

En~neer~ng~ City of ~l ~gelel
S~ta ~on~ca Bay Restoration P~o~e~t~ Tec~

Co.tree
M~k ~ld~ Beal the Bay
~chael F£tta~ Natural Resources ~enee
Lisa We£1~ ~er~�~ ~e~8 C~~
C~pe~ttees
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r.xL~rosmL~ P~OZO~.L ~T~e ~U~.L~ COm’aOZ, B~

ON ~E
~ZCZP~ 8~~R P~Z~ FOR ~8 UO~8 �~

~ OF 8ECO~ ~’8
(~u~ 2, 2~9Z - guns 30, Z~92)

~ J~e ~8, lgg0, ~e RegLonaZ Bo~d adopted O:de: Ho.

d~ch~gea ~:~ 8ep~ate mto~ater 8eve:8 t~oughout ~s ~geles
C~ty.

~t the ~ua~ 27~ 19~2~ Bo~d meet£ng~ gtaff preJented a rev£~
c~pl£ance with ~£rst ~ear re~£r~enta o~ the municipal
water pe~t. At ~at t~e, not all re~entg ~or Yo~ 1 had
~n c~leted ~d m~ veto �~rLtd ~t: to Yo~ 2.

~ng the ~lnt ~ear of the Pe~t (3uly 1, 1990 - 3use 30,
the c~tLea ~d entitles v~th~n the Santa Non,ca Bay Drainage
v~e phased ~nto the Sto~ Water Progr~ - 19 �~t~e8, the County o~
~s ~geles, Caltr~s, ~d ~nco~orated ~eaa o~ Vent.s County.

The City o~ Thousand O~a, which has a po~on ~a~nlng to the
S~ta Mo~ca Bay Drainage Basin, sub.fred P~ I application for
a separate Municipal Sto~ Water Discharge Pe~t for that potion
on ~ch 25, 1992. P~ 2 of the application is due in ~=h
The City of Thousand Oaks is ~ooperat~g with the County of
~gele. to en~ure that all neceesa~ info~tlon, data =~pilatlon,
~ =ompilatlon ~ other zelev~t Info~tion is =~pleted

~ July I, I%92, 36 eltles from the Up~r ~e ~geles ~ver
clties) ~d the Upper S~ G~rlel ~ver Drainage Basins (32
w~e phased into the sto~ water pro9r~. These ~itles in
U~er ~s ~geles ~ver Basin ~e~ B~b~, Glendale, Bidden Bills,
~ S~ Fe~ando. Cities in the Upper San G~rlel ~ver
B~in ~e~ ~h~ra, ~=a~a, Azuea, Baldw~ P~k,
Clar~ont, C~a, Di~ond B~, ~e, El Monte, Glendora,
I~ust~, I~dale, ~ C~ada F1~trldge, ~ B~ra Selghts,
~ente, ~ Veto, Monr~ia, Montebello, Monterey Park, Paaade~,
S~ D~s, San C~rlel, San ~rino, Sierra ~e, South El Monte,
S~th Pa.adena, T~ple City, Walnut, ~d West Cove.
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Ta~k 2.1.8 SubMt Early ~tlon ~e ~I durln~ the first
of the De~it for approval bY the Executive Officer~

~ ~ is def~ed am ~ ~ 8to~ water/~b~ ~off
~ag~nt practice that is ~ to the ~~ axtent
practlc~le ~ efflclen~ for the =on~ol or preven~on of
water ~off

~5 plans for this activity wera s~tted to the Bo~d on
23, 1992; h~ever, the cities of E1 Se~do, ~l~u, Inglew~,
C81~asas, Co~ty of Vent~a,~d the City                   of Beverly
g~tted the~ ~s ~tween ~e 17 ~d N~~ 18, 1992.

wide r~ge of ~s. ~1 ~ proposed by individual ~itie~
help prevent or =entre1 ~to~ water pollution in their respective
~eas but ~y not ~ the most effe~tive neth~ of ~n~zing
water pollution if not ~plemented on ~ ~eawido basis
1ttac~nt 1 presents staff’s re~o~endation on t~e activity.

Te~ 2 re~en~s were s~ed ~ a$l Perigees, ~n Ouly
1992, ~cep~ Ven~a Co~y~ v~ch to da~e has no~ s~ed
re~ed

Task 3.1 For each Dratna~e Baetn. ure~a~e and sub~t~ ~o
Regional Boe~d. ~o~ a~oval by ~he Executive Office~. a
nroor~ des~ned

de~e~ ac~a~el~ the ~ons~£~uen~s and patterers of �on~e~,

~ss~ledtsch~gesso~os~ca~ed ~ the ~o~kp$~ ~d to £den~

~spo8~

Pe~ttee= =u~tted a monitoring pr~r~ wor~l~ on ~h 26,
1992, which w~ deficient ~ several respects. A detailed
review of the workp1~ and suggested ~en~ent= ~e pr~ided
Attac~ent 2. In the interest of t~ely progr~
~e Executive Officer approved the proposed wor~l~ =~Je=t to
staff reco~ended 8ddi~io~ activities ~d �ements received
d~g a p~lic workshop.
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~sk 3.1.2 :~ ~It to the Realo~al Boar~~ ~!or aooroval a plan with
¯ " schedule of implementation o~ Additional EMPs ~ABM~), ~udqed

appropriate ~or each city or drainage basin, to control Doll~tan~- T ~~rom resicential, co~ercial, and industrial sates .~o the vextent Practicable.

~e ~. ply. s~tted ~e inade~ate for ~ontrol of pollutant~
f~ residential, �~ercial, and industrial sites. Greater dotal
~t ~ provided ~d a revised schedule for ~pl~entation must
s~tted. ~s selected for ~pl~entation ~uet suppliant
~s ~d ~et eontrol polluters to ~e max~ extent
~ on ~ ~eawido ~mim.

Yask 3.1.3 Sub~Lt ~or a~oroval a ~lan with sched~lle of
implementation of procedures to detect and ellminat~ illeqa]

The plan~ su~tted to ~ply with thi~ re~£r~ent ~e inade~ate.
S~e pe~tteee have propoeed only the standar~zation of haz~doue
~terial spill �ontai~ent cap~ilitte~ and response pr~edure~ to
~r~e contai~ent ~d clean-up.     The standardization of
�on~ent pr~ed~ea 1~ not in itself sufficient and as such d~a
not ~atisfy pe~t ze~enta. ~her ~tteea ~tted

Task 3.1.4 Su~mit for a~Dr~al a plan with schedule
~Dlementation of measures to control pollutants ~n surface ~noff
~rom construction sites.

B~ staff zevi~ ef pl~a a~tted for ~is re~~nt
det~ned that the ~ for control of pollutants
=onat~ction sites ~e inade~ate. More dotal must ~ provided
~d a revised schedule for ~plementation must ~e s~tted.
selected for ~plementation must auppl~ent

~e ~ttee responded that ~cauae all undeveloped lets ~ its
J~iadictton ~e less than one tenth of ~ acre in size, no pl~
control pollutants or aed~enta is nece~aa~ other than s~ply
hagg~g. This ~y ~e t~e for �ontroll~g aed~enta or erosion but
d~a not neceaa~ily ~ontrol waste ~teriale ~enerated d~in~
~onst~ctlon.    A pl~ for the =on~ol of polluters fez
~ons~ction ~itea £~ re~ire~ recardless of si~e under the
municipal =o~liance progr~. Conat~ction activity ~y ~�lude
~y ~at~b~ce of soil ~�lu~ ~cavation, ~ra~,
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Another patentee has proposed to ~ak~ -’onstructton ©ontractors
aware of permit regulations and the problems associated with
contaminated runoff. Such measures may be adequate for certain
~unicipalitles but are most effective if practiced across municipal
jurisdictions. In addition, other BMPs ought to be considered.

&ttachment ,1 presents staff zecomm~ndations on the above three
elements of the progTam.

Task 3.2 Evidence of satlsfactorv ~roaress of imDlementatlon of
Plan and schedule for early action

The ©it!es of Torrance and Los Angeles have implemented EABMPa in
advance of the Executive Officer’s ap.~roval. These cities are the
only permittees in compliance with this requirement. Progress made

consider the implementation of aimilar program~ and/or practices.
Staff ¢~mends t.he initiative taken by these two ©ltiea.

Task 3.3 Evidence of all reauisite legal author!iv to re~ulat~
illeaal discharges and illicit d±sDosal practices to drainaq-_
facilities, and to Prosecute violato

The Petit Implementation Agreement auhmitted to the Board to
satisfy Task 3.3 is an agreement between permittees which
establishes responsibilities with respect to compliance with the
Storm Water Perm!t. It basically says that all permittees wall
©~mply with the permit requirements.

The agreement, however, does not demonstrate that the permittees
have adequate legal authority to regulate illegal discharges and
illicit disposal practices to drainage facilities, and to prosecute
violators.                                                     ~

The City of Santa bonita and the City of Malibu have developed
model ordinances which provide legal authority to enforce storm
water progra~ requirements. Similar model ordinances ought to be
considered by all permittees in the drainage basin. These cities
ordinances do not entirely satisfy the legal authority requirement
hut are a good beginning toward compliance.

The City of Santa Monica Urban Runoff Pollution Ordinance
recommends the use of pollution and runoff control measures~
contains pollution control mandates for all construction sites
within the city; and requires reduction An urban runoff flows from
all new development.
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The City oe ~all~u Ordinance No. 51~~ ~stahliahes storm water
~anagement standards, and ~ends the excavation and gra~ng
st~dards of the auicipal �~e to =~ly with the Federal Cle~

Pe~ttee ~d �o-~ttee8¯ ~oBpl~ce vlth 8to~ ware= ~t
re~ent8 continues to ~ 81~. With the exeptlon of a few
~ttees, It apDe~s that not much effo~ was ~de to =~ly with
~e ~~ re~ents of the pe~t ~ a t~ely ~er. The
w~ety of approaches ~d se~ngly ~1 effo~ t~en. by the

. ~Jority o~ pe~ttees to meet pe~t re~ents ~=ates a lack
of ~deret~g of the ~oale and el~ente of a Comprehensive Sto~
Water ~na~nt Progr~. If this level of =~pli~=e
¯ vor=l. �~rehenslve .to~ water/~b~ ~off =a,~.nt
pr~r= for ~s ~geles Co~ty ~y not ~

Attac~ente 1 ~d 2 =onta~ staff ze=~endations for ad~tional
activitie~ wi~ ~ schedule for =~letion to hr~ the
up ~ s~ed.
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER 0UALITY CONTROL BOARD
LOS ANGELES REGION |/

348th Board Meeting

January 25, 1993 ~
X~s Angeles

STAFF REPORT
g

ATTACD~T l

RECOMMENDED BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

The areawide smnlclpal storm water permit was issued specifically
recognizing that the storm drainage systmnia intercormected. Best
Management Practices (BM~s) can be used effectively to address,
minimize, and/or prevent the pollution of storm waterrunoff in all
areas.    Adoption and implementation of universal pollution
prevention practices would be the most practical and efficient
approach.

Board staff recon~ends that perm~ttees within their Jurisdictions
J~n~lement storm water management practices that are an integral
p~t of a comprehensive areawide storm water program. This maybe
achieved by incorporating a set of the same BHPs ~n all
municipalities and a second series of BM~s specific to the
characteristic of a geographic location or hydrologio area.

II. EFFECTIVE B~P PROGRAM~ APPROACHES

1. Cross Ourisdlctional Aareements

A pro~am of detecting and el~LnatLug illegal connections,
discharges, and disposals is essential for the overall success of
the storm water program. The recent closures of LosAngeles County
beaches due to high bacteria counts coming from the storm drainage
system examplify the fact that �ontaminants, litter, or other
materials found in one municipalltymay originate from another area
or nuniciDality leading to Jurlsdictlonal conflicts. In order to
effectively respond to such occurrences, a formal agreamentmustbe
developed by permittees similar to one being developed by the
Ballona Creek Task FoZ~ao
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The control of pollutants in surface runoff from construction sites
i8 essential in preventing the flow of sedlmente and other waste
~aterialsand/or contaminants to the drainage system.

Municipal permitteesare encouraged to adopt ordinances like those
of the cities of Santa Monica ¯nd Malibu ¯nd develop enforcement
strategies. These may include inspections ¯t construction sites to
insure that all practices are done in a proper and legal ~anner,
and that problems are zectified immediately.

The State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) ¯dopted a
General Construction Storm Water Permit on August 20, 1992, which
requires that a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) be
zetained on site and will be~ade ¯vail¯hie to Region¯l Board or
local ¯uthority representatives when requested.    The SWPPP
establishes procedures adopted by the site operator to prevent the
pollution of storm water leaving the site, and is an important
document to verify proper practices.

3. Industrial Sites

Municipal peraittees are encouraged to develop ¯ storm water
enforcement program which at a ~inimum ought to include the
inspection of industrial sites to insure that all pollution
prevention practices are done according to the Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP} as required by the State of
~alifornia General Industrial Storm Water Permit adopted by the
State Board November 19, 1991 and amended Sept l?w 1992 and
consistant with local¯gencyrequiraments.

4. Model Prooosals

The City of Los Angeles and the City of Torrance have proposed and
implemented noteworthy programs and policies which may be effective
in the prevention of runoff pollution. Regional Board st¯ff
suggests that all permittaes consider such programs for potenti¯l
implementation.

III. STAFF RECOM~DED PLANS

Board staff suggests that permittees share information and discuss
su~!ttals to insure an effectiva are¯wide comprehensive program.
Staff believes that specific EABM~s submitted which ¯re regionally
ap~licable should be implemented in all areas. ABM2s selected for
implementation must supplement EABM~s.
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Bo~rd staff~ ~es determined the following BKPs �onstitu~e the
minimum requ_ed for countywide applica.±on. Implementation of
these BMPs would ~e used to gauge compliance with Year 2
requirements of thepe~to

1. Establish or improve an areawide catch basin stenciling
program with a universal stencil to discourage dumping,
discarding, and/or discharge of pollutants, carriers, and/or
debris into storm drainage systems countywide. A universal
stencil will be most ~ffective. The City of Los Angeles
intends to develop a public service announcement with the
universal stencil to be shown countywide. This would prevent
any possible confusion from seeing different stencils as one
travels from municipality to municipality within the county.

2. Develop programs to promote, publicize and facilitate public
xe~orting of illegal discharges and/or dumping. An ($00|
telephone number nmy be beneficial. This telephone number
should be put into operation as soon as

Adopt a runoff control ordinance requiring the use of BMPs
during and after construction such as that of the City of
Santa Monies for the reduction of runoff and pollutants
leaving a property or properties.

Augment public education and outreach programs with regard to
catch basins and storm drainage systems and their intended

5. Provide regular catch basin cleaning when and where needed.

Increase cleaning frequency of and number of roadside trash
receptacles in areas where needed.

7. Increase street swooping in areas where needed.

8. Discourage the improper disposal Of It.trot, Zawn/garden
clippings, and pet feces into the street or areas wherorunoff
may carry these pollutants to the storm drainage

%. Implement facility inspections of auto repair shops, auto body
shops, auto parts and accessory shops, gasoline stations, and
restaurants as the accumulation of pollutants, garbage, and/or
debris tends to concentrate in these areas. These lnsp~ctions
~ay effectively prevent the discharge of chemicals, materials,
and/or debris into the stres~ and/or storm drainage system.

10. Encourage owners and persons in control of homes or businesses
to remove dirt,.rubbish, and debris from their sidewalks and
alleys which may contribute pollutants to urban runoZf.

............ R0033169



11. Encou~ recycling o~ oil, gi.~’~ plastic~ and other
materials to prevent their improper disposal Into the storm
drainage system.    Each municipality should insure that
receptacles are provided in strategic areas.

12. Encourage the proper disposal of Eousehold Bazardous Wastes to
prevent the improper disposal of such natarlals to the storm
drainage system. Each munlcIpality should establish disposal
centers in strategic areas.

Permittees should resubmit lutdittonal BHP plans with achadules for
im~lementation incorporating the above zecommanded BMPs which
collectively satisfy permit tasks 3.1.2w 3.1.3# and 3.1.4~ by
&pril 30, 1993.
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"" CAI)~’~)RNZA I~GZOIL~.L WATER OUAL../~’~: CONTROl, BOARD¯ LOS A/~GELES I~G~ON
348th Board Meeting

~anuary 25, 1993
Los Angeles

STAFF REPORT

ATTACHMENT 2
REVIEW OF MONITORING WORK PLaN FOR THE SANTA MONICA ~AY WATERSHED

I. sme~a~
Board stall, in evaluating the Santa Men,ca Bay (SMB) Watershed
men!toting work-plan, considered (I) existing storm water
mon!torlng programs in other urban areas of the State, (2) the
United States Environmental Protection Agency guidance for
~unicipal storm water permitting, (3} recent reports by the Santa
Monies Bay Restoration Project on non-point source pollutlon, and
(4) �o.~ents received by Los Angeles County during public review of
the plane.

Although the monitoring plan submitted by the County and ¢o-
permittees addresses the specific objectives required by the permit
(Order No. 90-0?9, Section 3.1.I), it overlooked (I) the objective
of the Storm Water Program which is to achieve a
pollutants discharged through storm water and urban runoff to
receiving waters, and (2} the essential elements of a comprehensivet i monitoring program. The proposed plan also lacked details on the
followings

ratlonale/pro~edures for the selection of ~onitoring
sites and relationship to specific obJectlvesl

2. quality assurance/quallty �ontrol procedures for fleld
sampllng, data analyses, and data management, and

3. projected time schedules to meet the various objectives.

of monitoring parameters submitted would be acceptable ,The
the biologlcal indicator Enterococcus is added. The proposed
monitoring frequen~ is eatisfactor~.

Doard staff proposes the following revisions to ~he monitoring

1. Include wnterococcu8 as a monitoring

2. Add the following ~asks and schedule for ©o~pletLonl
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’ DATE COMI~LIANCE TO
~GIO~ B0~

a. ~elop ~th~ol~ to July l, 1993 July
~e refined
of polluters ~ach~ged
to S~ta Morea ~y

~. ~ke a f~st estate of ~t. 1, 1993 ~t.
polluter l~ds to
S~ta ~ni=a Bay on ~o
~sis of ~to=~g ¯

PI~ for the Sto~ Wat~

d. ~velop ~d ~l~ent a July 1, 1993 ~.
pilot project to eet~lish
monttor~g of long-te~
~e~s ~ 8to~ water

e. Conduct monitor~g for July 1, 1993 July
identification of
of pollu~tm

E. ~velop ~d ~l~ent a ~ l, 1994 g~ 15, 1994
!", mo~tor~g pr~r~ to

evaluate effectiveness of

g. ~velop ~d ~l~nt a J~ 1, 1994 J~ 15, 1994
mo~tor~g progr~ to
Identify l~ationm of
illegal practices ~
el~nato
of ~llu~ts

h. ~velop ~d ~l~nt a July 1, 1994 July 15, 1994
pr~r~ to ~aluate
water ~acts on
receiv~g va~s

2
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II. .EVALUATTON OF T~E PROPOSED MONITOR~G PLAN:

I. Ob~eutlves of the Monitorina Plan

The obJe~tlvee of a ~prehenslve Sto~ Water/Urban Runoff
Mo~toring Progr~ ~st include the foll~ing~

(a) d~el6p a meth~ol~ to refine ~ual estates of pollut~t
l~ds to S~ta ~ca Bay,

(b) deters lon~-te~ trends ~ the ~ality of sto~ water/~ban
~off,

(d) wettish effe~ivenees of �ohtrole (B~e) for ~ciflc land
uses, wi~ ~lication for broader ~l~en~on,

pr~ces, ~

(f) :onitor effects of sto~ water/urban ~no~f on re,wiving water
~lty ~d water ~ality objectives.

~e propos~ ~onttorin~ plan s~tted ~ ~s ~eles County
~cludes obJe:tives (b) t~ough (e), ~ut d~s not ad~ess (a) ~d
~f). S~ff proposes ~at (a) ~d (f) be ~:luded.

2. ~nual Est~ates ~f Pollutant ~ad~

t ~ ~e proposed ~rk-plan d~s not dis:uss this objective. The
pe~ttees in their monitoring plan proposed a pilot
~ne monitoring stations in the Santa Monica watershed to evaluate
sto~ water ~ality. The pe~ttees could modify the choice
s~ling stations to include all the ~Jor ~ainage has~s in the
~tershed ~d use t~ts pilot project to ~ke ~e f~st estate of
~llut~t lo~s to S~ta ~ni=a Bay.

~nual pollutant l~ads ~d event mean :oncentrations (EMCs)
~o~t patterers to assess the ~pact of municipal sto~ water
disch~ges on zeceiv~g waters. S~pl~g sites to estate
~ollut~t loads and ~Cs must include ~ainage ~as~s with the
l~est input relative to ~ol~e and predo~nant land-uses.
evaluation of the zelative ~o~ance of drainage bas~s within
San~ Monica Bay watershed is provided ~ a recent ~aft
pr~uced for the Santa Monica Bay Restoration Project
Pe~ttees ~e exnected to select an appropriate ~the~tical
(e.g. ~I~, S~, etc. ) to refine ~d estate polluter loads.
For a dis~ssion of sto~ water m~els, refer to Modell~g of Non-
po~t Source Water 0uality ~ Urb~ and Non-~b~ ~eas,
~d Eeber, USEPA, E~, Athens, ~,

Development of a :eth~olo~ to refine estates of pollutant loads
~st be acco~lished ~d d~ented no later th~ July 15, 1993.
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3. Lone-Term Trends in Storm Water/Urban Runoff Oual~tv

Per~ittees have proposed nine test sites for the pilot study to
select fixed stations but have not Justified the usefulness of
these sites in terms of either pollutant loads or predominant land-
uses. Almost half the number of sites are within a single basin
(Ballona Creek basin), and none are Io¢ated within the large Malibu
Creek watershed.

The objective of any long-term monitoring ie to monitor potential
pollutant trends in storm water/urban runoff quality and loads.
Fixed stations for such purposes must be representative of the
twenty-seven basins in the SMB watershed, in terms of land-use
breakdowns, rainfall patterns, and land area. The pilot study ,my
be used to ©hesse fixed stations to evaluate long term trends £n
water quality and pollutant loads. The choice of permanent stations
~ust be properly Justified and approved. ~lso required £s ¯
description of the statistical methodology that wall be used to
evaluate trends. Attention should be paid to the analysis of
censored data, and .the accounting of factor variability.

The pilot study to develop a monitoring program to establish long
term trends in storm water quality must be initiated immediately
and the objective must be accomplished no later than July 1, 1993.

4. Sources of Storm Water Pollutant=

The per~ttees have discussed this objective in general hut without
focus or detail. No pilot or ~odel program to develop this
objective has been presented.

of source8 of pollutants that generate highIdentification
concentrations and present the greatest risk is important to the
taroeting of storm water quality management programs. An effective
nonitoring pro.~ram should evaluate sources that lnolude, (s)
priority industrial sources, (h) priority �o~mercial/retail
sources, (�) land-use oategorien, and (d) urban transportation
corridors. Source identification should consider both water and
sediment as ~edia for pollutant transport.

Tb!s component of the Monitoring Program is part of compliance
activity under permit re~ulrament 3.1.3.(page II of NPDES Permit
No. CA0061654) and is ¯leo required under second year permit
require~entl.

A detailed description of a pilot or model program to ~eet this
objective must he sub=itted by July 15, 1993 and the progra
implemented by January 1, 1994.
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6. ~Illeaal D~.scharaes and ~lleoal D].s:oeal Practice-

The perm£ttees mentioned ~s obJec~£ve bu~ did no~ discuss s pl~
to ~n£to: ~legal ~sch~ges or l~at£ons o~ £llLcLt ~sposal
p~a~e s.

hectoring to £dentl~y souses and l~at£ons o~ Illegal
~ essential ~ IdentIfyIng violations that
eto~ voter ~al£ty ~nagement progr~.
£nclude~ selected screenIng ~d£cator
stations v~ll ~ac~ll~te ~e s~te
ev~uatlone.

A detailed descriptIon o~ a plan to
~ea ~or ~ed£ate ~pl~entat£on ~et

7. Recelvinq ~ater ~all~y

The pe~ttee~ ~d not ~eue~ ~e observe ~ the proceed vo~k-

lnve,tl~atln~ ~acts o~ ~to~ rater on recelv~ rater ~alAty
e~sentlal to protectAn~ ~nefAcAal use~ ~d
an Integrated effo~. Xnltlal pro~r~ could
ln-~tre~ toxicity ~d evaluation of ~tre~ ~ed~ent to.city u~
the ~lad

a detailed description of a pl~ to achieve t~ objective ~t
¯ ~tted on o~ be~o~e ~uly X~
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¯ $. Oual. ;v Assurance/~galltv ~ontr.~

’/’he work-plan does not d~scuss Pro~ra~ ~a~Ity ~s~cel~allty
Con~ol ~d Da~a ~g~en~

A QA/~ Plan should ~d~ess as ~pprop~La~e~ (a) S~dard operating
p~edu~es ~clu~g~ ~£eld p~eduree~ pre-empting
s~le �ollection pr~edu~es~ chain o~ cus~y and pos~ s~pl£ng
pr~edures~ (b) ~orato~ QA/~, inclu~ng 1~ �~posi~g,
detection l~ts, holing t~es ~d, (�) Data reduction,
validation, and data ~epo~ing. ~so essential ~@ Monitoring pl~
~nag~ent, PI~ schedule, Field crew tra~ng, and Health
Safety Ply. Data ~nagement, inclu~ng zepo~g ~ ~alyses,
should discuss statistical ~th~s for ~lysis ~d ~epo~g
censored/~ensored ~.

Aba.tc 0~,~,1~ for the .to~wat.~nonlto~g pr~r~..t ~

o s~-volat~les should be collected as
o metals should be done as both sol~le ~d tot~
o ~de should ~ done as a gr~
o Gr~ s~ples must ~ collected d~g the

the

~ o FI~ wetght~g ~th~ £s faulty~ vol~e
sto~ based on predicted ~noff �~ff~c~ents~ bottles
~ust be changed ~f sto~ l~ger than

o ~~ fl~ vol~e ~o~ ~ weather ~alysls n~
~epo~ed.

o D~ wsathsr s~l~g not descr~d as ~ or 24-~

o S=pl~rs ~st ~ cont~uously ~t~ed ~d pre-sto~
checked

o Det~l on s~l~g/fl~ e~l~t, ~d ~ta storage

o N~er of bottles ~ s~lor ~d vol~ av~l~le not
descr~d.

o    B~l~ent hous~g pr~ed~es ~st ~ presmnt~.

.



The relieving section lists references used by Board staff An Ate
review of ~he monitoring pl~ and ~e 8o~ces ~ha~ perigees
f~d useful ~ a~oss~g ~

MON~R~NG
I. G~d~co ~u~ for %he Prep~atlon of P~ 2 of %he ~DES
Pe~ ~pllcation for Disch~ges fr~ MunlcIpal
Sewer Syst~s, 1992, EPA 833-B-92-002, USEPA O~C [Contact EPA
Bot1~e at (703}821-4823]

20 ~sesmn~ of Non-poin~ Souses of Con~n~ts
Bay, Santa Menlo8 Bay Restoration Project. I%S20
W~g, S~, (213)266-~568], (U~ ~d

3. ~DES Sto~ ,a~er S~llng Guidance ~=en~, USEPA
833-B-S2-001, [Con~=t EPA Retire at (703}821-4823]

4. ~nd~ Mo~tor~g Plan, S~ta Cl~a Valley Non-po~t
Pollu~ion Control Progr~, Decker %, 1991.
Guzet~ 8t (408)265-2600, (WCC)].

5. Gu~dellne8 for Monitoring of Urban Runoff ~allty~ ~, OH,
EPA-600/2-83-124, 1983, prepared for Urban Dr~nage ~d FI~
Con~ol District, ~nvsr, CO., (~chael B. So~en)

6. ~alyzlng Urb~ Runoff in ~he Dallas-Fo~ Wo~h
Co~s et al.(~dated) (WCC}. [Contact WCC at (800) 776-3296]

7. So~e Identification and Control Repo~, 1992.
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10. Sed~ent ~allty and A~atic Life Assessment, W.J.
1992, Env~on. S=. Tec~ol., Vol 26(10)~ pp

11. Sed~ent Toxicity Test~g, G.A. Bu~on ~d
Env~on. So. Tec~ol., Vol 26(11), pp
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" DATA MA~AG~KE~T
¯ 12. b~CENSOR= A Program to Estimate Means and Standard Deviations

for Data Sets with Below Detection Limit, M.C. Newman and P.M.
Dixon, 1990,.American Environmental Laboratory, ~pril 1990, pp 26-
30.

13. UNCENSOR Varalon 3.0, Newman, M. et el. 1992. [Contact Michael
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[C~ntact USGS at (?03) 860-6000]
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~ban ~eas, Donig~ and Saber, 1991, USEPA, ~, &~ens, ~,
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Water ~uality Data, D.R. Eelsel ~d T.A. Co~, 1988, Water
Resoles Rese=ch Yol. 24 (12) 1997-2004.

18. The ~te~lon ~t, P.S. Po~er et ~., 1988, ~nv~on. Sci.
T~ol. Vol. 22(8), pp 856-861.

.
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PUi~LIC

11
January 11, 1993

RE]IANL~: Enclosed for .your tnfo~q~atton ts the ftnal drat’t of our I~IP 11sttng for

the Ballona Creek, Cleanup Task Force. All commnts recetved have been r~vtewed and

~e~e appropriate chahges vere aide. If you hive any major concerns regarding this

draft, please contact ~ by JanuIPy 19, 1993. Thank yo4J.
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I~l~:l..~ ~I~ ~ ~ ~: 2132£:~" ~ J~ 11, 1~ 3:~ ~1~

FIlL D FT

BALLO~ C~ C~P T~ FO~

The ~Ps ~rk]ng g~up focus~ on Identifying ~Ps that ~uld ~uce
pollution souses ~sulttng In ~ach clos~es.

As requ]red by the Municipal NaLtonal Pollutant Dtscha~e Elimination Syst~
(NPDES) PerIL tssu~ for Los ~eles Count~, the Peru]trees have su~]tt~
plan of ~Ps to the ~lonal Mater Quallty Cont~ol 8oa~ (~CB).

Upon ~v~ewtng the ~P plan submitted to the RHQCS, ~ ~~ the
BH~s fo~ priority t~lemnLat~on. These a~ ~Ps that �ould ~ tmple~nt~

~u~ckly upon thetr Ipp~val by the RHQCB. The ~Ps n~ o~lnized into
o11~1~ thee

~LXC

These ~Ps w~11 be used to enhance the general ~a~ness o~ the stem drain
system. ~he ~zportance of sto~ater quallty, and the need to
pollutants in u~btn runoF~ ~ the practicing professionals, elected
~ppotn~ officials. ~ ~he gener~! public.

~. In-House Tratnt~

Conduct 1n-house Lratntng sesstons for ~ntctpal field ~rsonnel to
~porL any ill,a1 d~ptng and practices which a~ adversely I~act
quality of

b. LtLePBLQ~ and B~ochu~s

Increase the availability of 11teratu~ and brochures concerntn
s~o~ater quality tssues to ~he general publlc at publlc counters and
special events. A n~ber oF age.cles have already produc~ or htve
under p~uctton b~chu~es discussing nonpotnL source ~11Utton ~nd
sLo~ater ~altty. These brochures should be ~de ts
available Lo the publlc as possible.

c. Stanlna of Ooen Channels

Posttng of "no du~ptng’ signs along open channel ~a~ns. The~
numbe~ of open channel sLo~ dretns w~th]n the B811ona C~ek watershed.
These channels e~ the ~ctp~e.ts of much ~ebrts and t~ash fr~ ~llwal
du~Ing. PosL~ng of stgns along these open channels t~icattn9 that
dumping ts 11legal and that this ~aclllLy d~alns Lo the ocean should
~educe the amount of trash and debrts tn the stem drains.

]hese 8HPs wtll be us~ to slop or ~uce non-sLo~ater and other non-NPDES
pemiLLed dlscha~es tnLo the stem drttn syst~.
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a, Storm ~tn InsDecttonl

of stom dratn systems to tdenttfy l~]oga] connections toInspections
the system. The use of enforcement actton, tf needed, to requtre the
termination of these |1legal connections. A program Involving
cobb)that|on of underground Inspections tnd fteld screening wtll be
tmplenmnted to Ioctte Illegal connections and discharges to the stem
dratn system.

AFteld observation stud~ for the open channel portton of Ballone Creek
has been conducted by the C~ty of Los Ar~eles. The Los Angeles County
Department of Public Works (LACOPH) has begun ¯ connection
Identification program for 1to stem drain sxstom. It has also
co~ucted afteld Inspection of connections in the open channel portton
oF Ballone Creek and ts tn the process of ver~f~|ng documented
d~scherges. However, due to the vast s|ze of the storm drain network,
e �omplete Inspection of the Balloat Creek Watershed system w111 t~ke
at least ftve 7ear’s.

b. Review of Leoal Authority

As part o~ our HPD[$ Pem4t requtremenLs, each Co-Perm4Lt~e w111 be
reviewing Its extsttng legal authortttes and propose
ordinances/codes as needed to tnsure adequate legal authorlt~y to
prosecute t]~egal dischargers.

and Household Hazardous Yasto Rounduos�. Recycl try_

The #unlctpalltfes ~nd the ~oun~y presently operate recycl|ng progPalll~
and hazardous waste roundups to encourage the appropriate disposal of
such m~tertals. The municipalities and the County ~tll cent|nee to
~pl~nt and expend thetr programs, ~here possible, tn these areas.

d. Hotltno for the Publlc to Reoort ;]le~al Dumotna to the Sto~ Orate

An 800 ho~ltne number ts being develol~l to allow the publ|� to repo~.
11legal du~plng/d~scherge Incidents. Tht$ w111 illow for ~ more
response and poss|ble ipprohens]on of ~nd|vlduals Involved tn Illegal
dumping activities.

III. ENHANCOtENT OF STORN DRAIH lt~INTE~q~£

a. Flea[fee ~ash and DebHs

~oatlng trash and debrls ls carr|ed through the sto~ drains Into
So]lena Creek and ultimately d|scharged ante harbor a~l beach areas.
In add[[ton to betng unsightly, thts trash and debP1s can
contribute to the ~lght~cter~a levels found ~n stom~ra~n discharges.
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~lge 3

Tot educe thts p~ob]em, the LACDPWts tnvesttga~t~ the feasibility of
tnsta]]tng a debris collection devtce ~n the
Thts device would collect the debris and trash from the year round dry
~eather flo~s from within the creek. If found feasible, such e device
could be Installed as early as Sprtng 1993.

b. Catch Basfn C]ean~n~

A]] municipal|ties wtthtn the Ba]lona Creek watershed current|y clean
out the,r catch bas,ns at,east once,eryear pr,or toonse’ ofthe
ratw season. Each eun~ctpa]lty ~t]] �ollect data concern|ng the
deb~s co~ected by their catch basins. ~hls data el~] be used tn an
ew~uatfon b~ each municipality to deters|he the cost e~ect~veness of
~nc~eas~ng the frequenc~ of catch basin

c. O~en Channel C|eanlno

Currently. the open channel sto~
c~eaned annually prior to the raln~ season.
Inspected after storms for debris bul]d-up and cleaned as needed.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

~ ’~OUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91~)~-1331

THOMAS A TID£MANBON. I)lf~’~m. Tclephofl¢: (gig) 43|-3100
ADDRESS ALL CORRE~-’PONDENCE TO: { )

P.O Box

January 5, 1993                                                      ,,,~pL,,,~,s~                     L

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelll z-~: --
Executive Officer 7~:: a-~ "/California Regional Water ~. __. 1Quality Control Board -- ~ z:
Los Angeles Region ~;
I01 Centre Plaza Drive ~: ~
Monterey Park, CA 91754-2156 ~’,

Dear Dr. Ghirelli:

NPDES PERMIT NO. CAOOB1654 (C16948)                                                           ’~,
QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT

The following report is submitted in compliance with the above-captioned Permit,
Uwhich was issued on June 18, 1990. This report provides a summary on the status

of specific Permit tasks performed during the second quarter (October I, 1992,
nthrough December 31, 1992) of the third year of the Permit which began on July 1,

1990. U

Phase I (Santa Monica Bay Drainaqe Basin)
n

During this period, the Principal Permittee continued to organize and chair the U
monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart
summarizing the attendance record of the Co-Permittees (Attachment A). The terms
of the Permit Implementation Agreement (Task 3.3) were finalized. Twenty of the
22 Phase I Permittees have signed the Agreement.

The Permittees are still waiting for formal approval from your agency of our Early
Action Best Management Practices (BMPs) Plan (Task 2.1.8); Stormwater/Urban Runoff
Monitoring Program (Task 2.1.9); and Additional BMPs Plan (Tasks 3.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3,
and 3.1.4). Upon receiving approval from your agency, implementation of these
programs will commence.

Enclosed for your information is an updated version of the Santa Monica Bay
Drainage Basin drainage area subdivision map. The map now incorporates information
on the location of all County-owned storm drains and major natural watercourses.
We are also enclosing an updated version of our listing of industries by SIC code
category by drainage area for your use (Attachment B). This update rectifies the
earlier problem of our database system not being able to distinguish between
multiple industries at the same location.
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Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli
January 5, 1993
Page 2

The Permittees are in the process of developing a list of common non-stornnwater
discharges which flow into the drain system.    As part of this effort,
recommendations are being developed for the handling of these discharges. We
anticipate submitting this list for review and approval by your Board in early
1993.

The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works is continuing its effort in the
inspection of the Pico-Kenter drainage system and Ballona Creek for illegal
connections and/or illicit discharges.

Phase II (Upper Los Anqeles River and Uooer San Gabriel River Drainaqe Basins)

During this period, the Principal Permittee has organized and chaired
monthly Co-Permittee meetings to coordinate Permit compliance. Enclosed is a chart
(AttachmentC) summarizing the Permit submittal compliance record of each
Co-Permittee. Also enclosed (Attachment D) is a chart reflecting the attendance
record of the Co-Permittees. We have also enclosed a copy of the "Existing Best
Management Practices" (Attachment E) submitted by the Permittees, as required by
Tasks 2.1.5, 2.1.6, and 2.1.7 of the Permit.

Phase Ill (Lower Los Anqeles River, Lower San Gabriel River~ and Santa Clara
Drainaqe Basins)

During this period, the Principal Permittee conducted a second Permit orientation
meeting for the Phase Ill agencies. Enclosed is a copy (Attachment F) of the first
year Permit submittal instructions and deadlines and a sample "Letter of Intent"
(Attachment G) which has been made available to Phase III Co-Permittees.

If you have any questions, please contact Rod Kubomoto at (818) 458-3537, Monday
through Thursday, 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Very truly yours,

T. A. TIDEMANSON
D~Tector of Public Works

AssistantlDeputy Director

WasteFK:mp Ma~ge~ent Division

WM-3/FYR5

Enc.

co: Phase I Co-Permittees
Phase II Co-Permittees
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I ~TATI’~SOFAC’I’IVITII~I;OR PIIA~I~IICI°I’II~I~s of: o







SAHPLE

Mr. T. A. Tidemanson
Director of Public Works
County of Los Angeles
P. O. Box 1460
Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Attention: Mr. James A. Noyes

Dear Mr. Tidemanson

LETTER OF INTENT OF PARTICIPATE AS CO-PERMITTEE IN
NPDES PERMIT NO. CA0061654 - CI6948

This letter will serve as our Letter of Intent to participate as a
Co-Permittee in NPDES Permit No. CA0061654. The City Council at
its meeting on has approved the motion to participate
as a Co-Permittee. City engineering staff has been directed to
work with Los Angeles County staff in meeting the Permit
requirements.

Further correspondence concerning the Permit should be addressed to

Sincerely,

FK:mp/LOI

cc: Regional Water Quality Control Board - Los Angeles Region

ATTACHMENT G
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