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ADOPTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL LIABILITY ORDER NO. R9-2010-0025,
ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF SAN DIEGO MUNICIPAL STORM WATER PERMIT

Dear Ms. Wallar:

Enclosed is Administrative Civil Liability Order No. R9-2010-0025 (Order) against the
County of San Diego (County) that was adopted on May 12, 2010, by the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego Water Board).
The Order assessed a liability of $57,350 against the County as negotiated in the joint
County and San Diego Water Board settlement agreement. The County must submit a
check to the San Diego Water Board in the amount of fifty-seven thousand three
hundred and fifty dollars ($57,350) payable to the “State Water Resources Control
Board” for deposit into the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abatement Account
within thirty (30) days of adoption of the Order. Failure to submit payment as required
by this Order may result in the referral of this matter to the Attorney General for further
enforcement. -

Please contact Mr. Frank Melbourn of my staff at (858) 467-2973 or by e-mail at
fmelbourn@waterboards.ca.gov if you have any questions concerning this matter. The
heading portion of this letter includes a San Diego Water Board code number noted
after “In reply refer to:” In order to assist us in the processing of your correspondence
piease include this code number in the heading or subject line portion of all
correspondence and reports to the San Diego Water Board pertaining to this matter.

Respectfull
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DAVID W. GIBSON
Executive Officer

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Enclosures: 1.
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ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025
Settlement Agreement

cc:  Sara Agahi, Co. of San Diego, sara.agahi@sdcounty.ca.gov
Eric Becker, CA RWQCB San Diego, ebecker@waterboards.ca.gov
Chiara Clemente, CA RWQCB San Diego, cclemente@waterboards.ca.gov
Laura Drabandt, OE, SWRCB, Ildrabandt@waterboards.ca.gov
Cindy Lin, US EPA, lin.cindy@epamail.epa.gov
Cid Tesoro, Co. of San Diego, cid.tesoro@sdcounty.ca.gov
Laurie Walsh, CA RWQCB San Diego, lwalsh@waterboards.ca.qov
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION

ORDER NO. R9-2010-0025

IMPOSING
ADMINISTRATIVE CIVIL LIABILITY
PURSUANT TO SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
' AGAINST
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
- FOR ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF
ORDER NO. R9-2007-0001
NPDES NO. CAS0108758
WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR DISCHARGES OF URBAN RUNOFF
FROM THE MUNICIPAL SEPARATE STORM SEWER SYSTEMS (MS4s) DRAINING
THE WATERSHEDS OF THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, THE INCORPORATED
CITIES OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY, THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED PORT DISTRICT, AND
THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Region (San Diego
Water Board) has been presented with a proposed settlement of claims for
administrative civil liability against the County of San Diego (County). The settlement
-was developed during negotiations between the San Diego Water Board's Prosecution
Staff and the County. This Administrative Civil Liability {ACL) Order and the attached
Settiement Agreement (Agreement) resolve the violations alleged in ACL Complaint R9-
2009-0089 through the payment of an administrative civil liability in the amount of
$57,350. The ACL Complaint specifically alleged violations of the San Diego County-
wide Storm Water Waste Discharge Requirements, Order No. R9-2007-0001 (Order).

In accepting the proposed settiement, the San Diego Water Board has considered each

- of the factors prescribed in Water Code section 13385, as set out more fully below. The
San Diego Water Board’s consideration of these factors is based upon information
obtained by the San Diego Water Board in investigating the claims or otherwise
provided to the San Diego Water Board, including the information and comments
received from the public,

A Notice of Proposed Settiement has been published in the San Diego Union-Tribune, a
paper of general circulation in the San Diego area, notifying the public of the review
period and soliciting public comments on the terms of the settlement. The proposed
settliement supports the assessment of the administrative civil liability in the amount of
$57,350 for the full and final resolution of each of the claims and alleged violations set
forth herein, and is in the public interest.

The following represents a summary of the facts and alleged violations as they appear
in the files of the San Diego Water Board.
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County of San Diego Page 2 of 5 May 12, 2010
ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

HAVING PROVIDED PUBLIC NOTICE OF THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT FOR
PUBLIC COMMENT, THE SAN DIEGO WATER BOARD FINDS:

1. Eailure to Provide Adequate Legal Authority to Achieve Full Compliance with the
Order
The County violated Order No. R9-2007-0001 Provision D.2.a.(1) on March 24,
2008, when it amended its storm water ordinance on March 12, 2008, by
changing the definition of “Rainy Season” from “October 1 through April 30" to
“November 11 through April 30" contrary to Order No. R8-2007-0001’s definition
of “October 1 through April 30 of each year.” On August 5, 2009, the County
corrected the definition by amending its ordinance. Therefore, the days of
violation are 498 (March 24, 2008, to August 4, 2009).

2. Failure to Require Construction Site BMPs During the Wet Season
The County violated Order No. R9-2007-0001 Provision D.2.c¢.(3) by failing to
require “slope stabilization on all inactive slopes during the Rainy Season” from
Qctober 1, 2007, to November 10, 2007, and from October 1, 2008, to November
10, 2008. The Director's Letter of Instruction states that “[djuring the Non-Rainy
Season from May 1 through November 10, the Developer may opt to employ
‘weathered triggered’ action ptans’ in lieu of fully deployed BMPs.” As a result,
the County allowed Developers to leave inactive slopes unprotected from
October 1 to November 10 in 2007 and 2008, if the Developer implemented a
“weather triggered” action plan. Therefore, the days of violation are 80 (October
1 to November 10, 2007, and October 1 to November 10, 2008).

3. Failure to Inspect Construction Sites During the Wet Season
The County violated Order No. R9-2007-0001 Provision D.2.d.(1-3) by failing to
inspect construction sites during the Wet Season from October 1, 2007, to
November 10, 2007, and from October 1, 2008, to November 10, 2008, because
the County's inspection frequencies were based upon the County's Wet Season
and therefore didn't begin until November 11. Therefore, the days of violation
are 80 (October 1 to November 10, 2007, and October 1 to November 10, 2008).

4. Administrative Civil Liability Authority
The San Diego Water Board may impose civil liabiiity pursuant to Water Code
section 13385(a)(2) for any person who violates any waste discharge
requirement issued pursuant to Water Code Chapter 5.5.

Furthermore, Water Code section 13385(c) provides that the San Diego Water
Board may impose administrative civil liability pursuant to Article 2.5 of Chapter 5
in an amount not to exceed the sum of both of the following:

' A “weather triggered” action plan allows the developer to store on site 125% of the necessary BMP
materials that are to be deployed within 48 hours of a 50% chance or greater rain event of 0.5 inches or
more.
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County of San Diego Page 3 of 5 : May 12, 2010
ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

(1) Ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for each day in which the violation cccurs.

(2)  Where there is a discharge, any portion of which is not susceptible to
cleanup or is not cleaned up, and the volume discharged but not cleaned
up exceeds 1,000 gallons, an additional liability not to exceed ten dollars’
($10) multiplied by the number of gallons by which the volume discharged
but not cleaned up exceeds 1,000 gallons.

The San Diego Water Board alleges that the County violated the Waste
Discharge Requirements of Order No. R8-2007-0001. Therefore the San Diego
Water Board is-authorized to impose civil liability pursuant to Water Code section
13385(a)(2).

5. Maximum Civil Liability Amount ‘
~ Pursuant to Water Code section 13385 the maximum civil liability that the San
Diego Water Board may assess for this matter is ten thousand doliars ($10,000)
per day of violation. Section 13385(e) requires that when pursuing liability under
Water Code section 13385 “At a minimum, liability shall be assessed at a level
that recovers the economic benefits, if any, derived from the acts that constitute
the violation.”

The County allegedly failed to provide adequate legal authority to achieve full
compiiance with the Order from March 24, 2008, through August 4, 2009, a total
of 498 days. Therefore the maximum liability that the San Diego Water Board
could assess for this violation is $4.98 million.

The County allegedly failed to require construction site BMPs during the Wet
Season from October 1 to November 10, 2007, and October 1 to November 10,
2008, a total of 80 days. Therefore the maximum liability that the San Diego
Water Board could assess for this violation is $800,000.

The County allegedly failed to inspect construction sites during the Wet Season
from October 1 to November 10, 2007, and October 1 to November 10, 2008, a
total of 80 days. Therefore the maximum liability that the San Diego Water Board
could assess for this violation is $800,000.

Accordingly, the total maximum liability that could be imposed by the San Diego
Water Board for all of the alleged violations is $6.58 million.

5. Factors Affecting the Amount of Civil Liability -
The San Diego Water Board's consideration of the factors prescribed in Water
Code section 13385(e) is based upon information available to the San Diego
Water Board prior to the hearing and described in greater detail in the Technical
Analysis for Complaint No. R8-2008-0089 or otherwise provided to the San
Diego Water Board. The consideration of factors supports the assessment of
civil liability in the amount of $57,350. In addition to these factors, this settlement
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County of San Diego Page 4 of 5 May 12, 2010
ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025 _

recovers the San Diego Water Board's cost totaling $20,929 for the duration of
this enforcement action.

6. Settlement Agreement
The San Diego Water Board finds that the Recitals set forth in the Settliement
Agreement for Complaint No. R9-2009-0089 are true. This Order and the
incorporated Settiement Agreement are severable; should any provision be found
invalid the remainder shali remain in fuii force and effect.

7. Notification of Interested Parties
The San Diego Water Board notified the County and interested parties of its
intent to consider the proposed settlement during its meeting of May 12, 2010.
The San Diego Water Board, in a public meeting, heard and considered all
comments related to the proposed settlement. :

8. Other Parties’ Right to Petition ,

Any person aggrieved by this action of the San Diego Water Board may petition
the State Board to review the action in accordance with Water Code section
13320 and California Code of Regulations, title 23, sections 2050 and following.
The State Board must receive the petition by 5 p.m., thirty (30) days after the
date of this ACL Order, except that if the thirtieth (30™ day following the date of
this ACL Order falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or state hoiiday, the petition must be
received by the State Board by 5§ p.m. on the next business day. Copies of the
law and regulations applicable to filing petitions can be found on the Internet at

- http:/ivww.waterboards.ca.gov/public_notices/petitions/water gquality/index.shtmi
or will be provided upon request.

9. California Environmental Quality Act _
' This enforcement action is being taken by the San Diego Water Board to enforce
provisions of the Water Code and as such, is exempt from the provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act {Public Resources Code section 21000 et
seq.) in accordance with California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 15321.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. The San Diego Water Board imposes administrative civil liability against the
County of San Diego in the amount of $57,350.

2. The County shall submit a check to the San Diego Water Board for $57,350
payable to the “State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abatement Account” within 30
days of the adoption of this Order.

3. The attached Settiement Agreement between the Assistant Executive Officer and

the County of San Diego is approved pursuant to Government Code section
11415.60 and is incorporated by reference into this Order.
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4. |f the County fails to make the specified payment to the State Water Pollution
Cleanup and Abatement Account within the time limits specified in this Order, the
San Diego Water Board may enforce this Order, including referring the matter to
the Attorney General for collection.

|, David W. Gibson, Executive Officer, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true,
and correct copy of an order adopted by the California Reglonal Water Quality Control
Board, San Diego Regton on May 12, 2010.

-T;mf.s é -i‘-r% /&zf_‘o

DAVID W. GIBSON ’
Executive Officer

CIWQS:

Place 1D: 255223

Party ID: 39617

Regulatory Measure ID: 372074
Violation ID: 799424, 799425, 799426
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A.

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN DIEGO REGION

Settiement Agreement for Administrative Civil Liability
Complaint R9-2009-0089

THIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT (Agreement) is made and entered into by the
County of San Diego {County) and the Prosecution Staff of the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego Regicn (Prosecution Staff)
(collectively, the Parties) with reference to the following facts:

RECITALS:

- The County of San Diego is a political and legal subdivision of the State of

California. (See Government Code § 23000 and 23002).

On January 24, 2007, the California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, San Diego Region (Regional Board) adopted Order No. R9-2007-
0001, NPDES No. CAS0108758, Waste Discharge Requirements For
Discharges Of Urban Runoff From The Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
Systems (MS4s) Draining The Watersheds Of The County Of San Diego,
The Incorporated Cities Of San Diego County, The San Diego Unified Port
District, and The San Diego County Regional Airport Authority. The
County is 2 named Copermittee to Order No. R9-2007-0001.

The County owns and operates a municipal separate storm sewer system
through which it discharges urban runoff into waters of the United States
within the San Diego Region pursuant to Order No. R9-2007-0001.

Order No. R9-2007-0001, Provision D.2.a.(1) requires the County to do
the following: "Within 365 days of adoption of this Order, each
Copermittee shall review and update its grading ordinances and other
ordinances as necessary to achieve full compliance with this Order,
including requirements for the implementation of all designated BMPs and
other measures.” (BMPs stand for Best Management Practices.) On
December 12, 2007, the Regional Board adopted Addendum No. 1 to
Order No. R9-2007-0001 granting the Copermittees’ request for an
additional 60 days to update their ordinances due to the regional wildfires
of November 2007. Therefore, the ordinance review and update was to
be completed no later than March 23, 2008.

Order No. R9-2007-0001 Attachment C, Definitions, defines “Wet Season”

as "October 1 through April 30 of each year.” "Wet Season” and "Ramy
Season” are used interchangeably throughout the permit.
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Settlement Agreement

ACL No. R9-2009-0089
Tentative ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

F.

Page 2 of 7

Order No. R9-2007-0001, Provision D.2.c.(3) requires the County to do
the following: “Each Copermittee shall implement, or require the
implementation of, the designated minimum BMPs and any additional
measures necessary to comply with this Order at each construction site
within its jurisdiction year round. However, BMP implementation
requirements can vary based on Wet and Dry Seasons. Dry Season BMP
implementation must pian for and address rain events that may occur
during the Dry Season. Provision D.2.c.(1)(b)(iii) states that “[s]lope
stabilization on all inactive slopes during the Rainy Season and during rain
events in the Dry Season” is one of the designated minimum set of BMPs
at construction sites.

Order No. R9-2007-0001, Provision D.2.d.(1-3), stated in part, requires the
County to do the following:

(1)

(2)

During the Wet Season, each Copermittee shall inspect at least
biweekly (every two weeks), all construction sites within its
jurisdiction meeting the following criteria:

| (a)  All sites 50 acres or more in size and grading will occur

during the wet season;

(b)  All sites 1 acre or more, and tributary to a CWA [Clean
Water Act] section 303(d) water body segment impaired for
sediment or within or directly adjacent to or discharging
directly to a receiving water within an ESA [Environmentally
Sensitive Area]; and

{c) Other sites determined by the. Copermittees or the Regional
Board as a significant threat to water quality. In evaluating
threat to water quality, the following factors shall be
corsidered.

i
ii.
iil.
iv.
V.
v/
Vii.

Viif.

soil erosion potential,

site slope;

project size and type,

sensitivity of receiving water bodies;

proximity to receiving water bodies,;

non-storm water discharges;

past record of non-compliance by the operators of the
construction site; and

any other relevant factors.

During the wet season, each Cépermittee shall inspect at least
monthly, all construction sites with one acre or more of soif
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Settlement Agreement Page 3 of 7
ACL No. R9-2009-0089
Tentative ACL Order No. R8-2010-0025

disturbance not meeting the criteria specified above in section
D.2.c.(1).

(3)  During the wet season, each Copermittee shall inspect as needed,
construction sites less than 1 acre in size.

H. On September 30, 2008, the County informed the Regional Board in its
Jurisdictional Urban Runoff Management Plan, Annua! Report Fiscal Year
2007-2008 that it began complying with Order No. R8-2007-0001's
construction site inspection requirements on July 1, 2007.

L. On October 18, 2000, the County's Depariment of Public Works issued a
Director's Letter of Instruction (DLI) to provide guidance to County staff in
implementing the County’s storm water program including inspecting
“developer and single-family grading permits and other construction
activities.” The DLI was revised on January 8, 2008, and is scheduled to
sunset on January 8, 2014.

J. On November 30, 2009, the Regional Board Assistant Executive Officer
issued Administrative Civil Liability (ACL) Complaint No. R8-2009-0088 to
the County proposing to assess an ACL for $77,800 for alleged violations
of Order No. R9-2007-0001. The ACL Compilaint alleged that (1) the
County failed to provide adequate legal authority when it adopted a “Wet
Season” definition that did not include the first 40 days of Order No. R9-
2007-0001's “Wet Season” on March 24, 2008, (2) that the County failed
to require construction site Best Management Practices (BMPs) during the
40 day period of 2007 and 2008, and (3) that the County failed to inspect
construction sites during the 40 day period of 2007 and 2008.

K. After due consideration, the Parties, through their respective
representatives, have reached a settlement agreement for the violations
alleged in ACL Complaint No. R9-2009-0089. The alleged vioiations and
proposed penalties for those violations are provided and detaiied in the
tentative ACL Order. The Prosecution Staff has agreed to propose the
tentative ACL Order for adoption at the Regional Board’s April 14, 2010,
meeting, or the next available regular or special meeting. This Agreement
and attached tentative ACL Order are subject to approval by the Regional
Board after the public is provided with notice and an opportunity to
comment on the proposed settiement as provided below.

L. in reaching this Agreement the Prosecution Staff considered the statutory
factors for determining the appropriate amount of civil liability for the
alleged violations. Such consideration recognized that the County
corrected the “Wet Season” definition in its storm water ordinance on
August 5, 2009. In addition, the proposed penalties in this Agreement
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Settlement Agreement Page 4 of 7
ACL No. R9-2009-0089 .
Tentative ACL Order No. RS-2010-0025

woulid cover Regional Board staff costs as well as the estimated economlc
benefit calculated by the Prosecution Staff.

M.  Accordingly, the general terms of the settlement are that in exchange for a
full and final release of all claims arising out of the specified violations in
ACL Complaint No. R9-2009-0089, the County will pay an administrative
civil liability of $57,350 for alleged violations of Order No. 'R8-2007-0001
as detailed in the tentative ACL Order and Complaint.

NOW, THEREFORE, in exchange for their mutual promises and for other good
and valuable consideration specified herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which
are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as foliows:

1. The Parties agree to support, advocate for, and promote the adoption of
the tentative ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025, which incorporates this
Agreement, at the Regional Board’s April 14, 2010, meeting, or the next
available regular or special meeting, followmg public notice and comment.
The tentative ACL Crder is an indivisible component of this Agreement
and the Parties’ settlement. For this reason, if the Regional Board fails to
.adopt the tentative ACL Order without modification (unless the
modifications are for immaterial changes to eliminate typographical errors
or are specifically agreed upon by the Parties), this Agreement is void.

2. The County agreés to provide payment in the amount of $57,350 to be
deposited into the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abatement Account
within 30 days of adoption of the tentative ACL Order.

3. This settlement agreement is entered into by the Parties to resoive by
consent and without further administrative proceedings the alleged
violations set forth in the Complaint. The Parties believe that settlement of
this matter is in the best interest of the People of the State.

4. The County covenants and agrees that it will not contest or otherwise
challenge this Agreement, which incorporates the tentative ACL Order,
before the Regional Board, the State Water Resources Control Board

- (State Board), or any court.

5. The County and its respective successors and assigns, agents, attorneys,
employees, officers, shareholders, and representatives hereby release
and discharge the Regional Board and the State Board, including each
and every constituent agency, board, department, office, commission,
fund or’'entity thereof, and successors and assigns, agents, attorneys,
employees, officers, sharehoiders and representatives of the Regional
Board, the State Board, and each and every constituent of the State Board
from any and all claims, demands, actions, causes of action, obligations,
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Settlement Agreement Page 5 of 7
ACL No. R9-2009-0089 :
Tentative ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

damages, penalties, liabilities, debts, losses, interest, costs, or expenses
of whatever nature, character, or description, that they may have or claim -
to have against one another by reason of any matter or omission arising
from any cause whatsoever relating to the ACL Order and this Agreement.

6. The County’s complete performance of its obligations under this
Agreement shall effect a release and discharge of the County and its
respective successars and assigns, agents, attorneys, employees,
officers, shareholders, and representatives by the Regional Board from
any and all claims, demands, actions, causes of action, obligations,
damages, penalties, liabilities, debts, losses, interest, costs, or expenses
of whatever nature, character, or description, that it may have or claim to
have against Dischargers by reason of any matter or omission arising from
any cause whatsoever relating to the violations specified in the tentative
ACL Order. Notwithstanding this section, however, the Regional Board
expressly retains authority to take enforcement action in the event of any
failure by the County to perform their obligations under this Agreement. in
addition, the Regional Board reserves its rights under Civil Code section
1542.

7. The Parties agree that the proposed tentative ACL Order, as signed by the
Parties, will be noticed for a 30-day public comment period prior to being
presented to the Regional Board for adoption. If the Regional Board
Assistant Executive Officer or other Prosecution Staff receives significant
new information that reasonably affects the propriety of presenting this
tentative ACL Order to the Regional Board for adoption, the Assistant
Executive Officer may unilaterally declare this tentative ACL Order void
and decide not to present the Order to the Regional Board. The County of
San Diego agrees that it may not rescind or otherwise withdraw its
approval of this proposed tentative ACL Order.

8. In the event that this Agreement is rejected in whole or in part by the
Regional Board, or is vacated in whole or in part by the State Board or a
court, the Parties acknowledge that they expect to proceed to a contested
evidentiary hearing, on a future date after reasonable notice and
opportunity for preparation after such rejection or vacation, for the
Regional Board to determine whether to assess administrative civit _
liabilities for the underlying violations, unless the Parties agree otherwise.
The Parties agree that-all oral and written statements and agreements
made during the course of settlement discussions, except this Agreement,
will not be admissible as evidence in the hearing. The Parties also agree
to waive any and all objections related to their efforts to settle this matter,
including, but not limited to, objections related to prejudice or bias of any
of the Regiona! Board members or their advisors and any other objections
that are premised in whole or in parf on the fact that the Regional Board
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Settlément Agreement Page 6 of 7
ACL No. R9-2009-0089
Tentative ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

members or their advisors were exposed to some of the material facts and
the Parties’ settlement positions, and therefore may have formed
impressions or conclusions, prior to conducting the contested evidentiary
hearing.

9. This is an integrated Agreement. This Agreement is intended to be a full
and complete statement of the terms of this Agreement between the
Parties, and expressly supersedes any and all prior oral or written
agreements, covenants, representations, and warranties {express or
implied) concerning the subject matter of this Agreement.

- 10.  Each person executing this Agreement in a representative capacity
represents and warrants that he or she is authorized to execute this
agreement on behalf of and to bind the entity on whose behalf he or she
executes the agreement.

11.  This Agreement shall not be construed against the party preparing it, but
shall be construed as if the Parties jointly prepared this Agreement and
any uncertainty and ambiguity shall not be interpreted against any one
party.

12.  If any portion of this Agreement is ultimately determined not to be
enforceabie, the validity of the remaining enforceable provisions shall not
be adversely affected. '

13.  This Agreement shall not be modified by any of the Parties by oral
representation made before or after the execution of this Agreement. All
modifications must be in writing and signed by the Parties.

14.  The Parties intend that the procedure that has been adopted for the
approval of the settlement by the Parties and review by the public, as
reflected by the tentative ACL Order and this Agreement will be legally
sufficient. In the event that objections are raised during the public

- comment period for the tentative ACL Order, the Parties agree to meet
and confer concerning any such objections, and may agree to revise or
adjust the procedure as necessary or advisable under the circumstances.

15.  Each party to this Agreement shall bear all attorneys' fees and costs
arising from that party's own counsel.in connection with the matters
referred to herein.

16.  The Parties shall execute and deliver all documents and perform ali further

acts that may be reasonably necessary to effectuate the provisions of this
Agreement.
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ACL No, R9-2009-0089
Tentative ACL Order No. R9-2010-0025

17.  This Agreement may be executed as duplicate originals, each of which
" shall be deemed an original Agreement, and all of which shall constitute
.one agreement. Facsimile or electronic signatures are acceptable.

This Agreement is entered into and shall be-construed and inferpreted in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the signatories hereto have executed this Agreement
as of the dates set forth below.

For the Regional Board’s Prosecution Staff:

Date: __{ /har /0 By: ﬁﬁﬂ |

- JAMES SMITH
Assistant Executive Officer

Date;, 2/ 2% / /0 - By: }?imm Q—b/zm[a,zufl;(‘
LAURA DRABANDT
Counsel to Prosecution Staff
(Approved as to form)

'For County of San Diego:

JOHN J. SANSONE
County Counsel

Date: ~ By:

JAMES R. O'DAY
Senior Deputy
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17.  This Agreement may be executed as dupiicate originals, each of which
shall be deemed an original Agreement, and all of which shail constitute
one agreement. Facsimile or electronic signatures are acceptable.

This Agreement is entered into and shall be construed and interpreted in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the signatories hereto have executed this Agreement
as of the dates set forth below.

For the Regional Board’s Prosecution Staff:

Date: ' By:

JAMES SMITH
Agssistant Executive Officer

Date: By:

- LAURA DRABANDT
Counsel o Prosecution Staff
(Approved as to form)

For County of San Diego:

JOHN J. SANSONE
County Counsel

et 2-96- 26,0y (/JOQ%

JAMES R. O'DAY /.
Sehior Deputy '

=04

L T




SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY '

B Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete A. Signature
item 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired. X LI Agent
& Print your name and address on the reverse ] Addressee
so that we can return the card to you. B. Recelved by ( Printed Name) C. Date of Delivery
B Atitach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits. ;
D. Is delivery address different from tem 17 3 Yes
1. Article Addressed to:

If YES, enter delivery address below: O No

Chamdia waugzv 5
County of san bigg

“000%6(' H’l@\nUOO»)/I Rm. ?ServiceType

Son Dle—j{)\ (A au0t- Q\\I&O\ O Certified Mail T Express Mail

[ Registered 3 Return Recelpt for Merchandise
O insured Mail [ C.0.D.

4. Restricted Dellvery? (Extra Fes) 3 Yes

2. Article Numb
(Tansior from service sbe) 7009 1410 DOD2 2347 y53y
PS Form 3811, February 2004

Domestic Return Recelpt

102595-02-M-1540

U.S. Postal Service '
CERTIFIED MAIL.. RECEIPT

- Mmoo -

- (Domestic Mail Only; No Insurance Coverage Provided)
gL m
—————— IR For delivery information visit our website at www.usps.comyp
. A—— L i .
w R
molﬂ ]
| = Postage | §
] ——= m m
g1 s == n Certified Fee o
R S====== |, () _ RouwmnAecpifes ostma
Eglu‘ E———— | — O (Endorserment Redquired)
2&‘:"- ———= O O O Regtricted Delivery Feo
AR N —— ) ] {(Endorsement Required)
E%l: A ——— (o |
ﬁg:u: e —— E’I I_mq ? Totat Postage & Fees | §
o ]
el —— Z 27w
Hal ——— r [CHANDRA WALLAR  County 0F San Dieso
= —————— o Eg SMLAPLNO--’ - \ 2‘2
: Joemmmm—— g C~ O’PO_B‘“N"- /éﬂo‘ FACIHC," IGHV/A{ KODN\
— iy, Giale, ZiP+4
r~- i
i ~ SanN Digeo, CA 92101-242
L]
]
1 ]

PS Form 3800. August 2006

See Reverse for Instructions

s B0} S EX Sy




